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 3/14/2014  9:57 AM 

Item March 18, 2014 
Packet 
Page 

Afternoon Session 1:00 PM 

1. Call To Order 5 

2. Adoption Of Agenda 6 

3. Citizen’s Comment Period 7 

4. VDOT Update 8 

5. People Inc. Presentation by Robert G. Goldsmith 
- Resolution Commending People Incorporated on the Occasion of its 50th Anniversary 

2014-03 

9 

6. Approval of Minutes  

- February 18, 2014 Regular Meeting 11 

- March 4, 2014 FY2015 Budget Work Session 50 

7. Board of Supervisors Personnel Committee Items 58 

A. Closed Session:  Action:  Information Only 58 

B. Expiration of Term for appointments expiring through May 2013.  Action: The Committee made 
no recommendations. 

60 

C. Clarke County General Government Pay and Classification Study and Procurement 
Personnel Policy Revision and Update by David Ash.  Action:  Information only. 

59 

8. Board of Supervisors Work Session 68 

A. SUP-13-02/SP-13-08, Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) Site Visit Discussion.  
Action:  Information only.  Note: For continued Board discussion,  see Regular Meeting Agenda 
Item No. 17 

70 

B. Groundwater Monitoring Program 

- Wayne Webb, Friends of the Shenandoah River, on the study titled “Qualities of spring-
waters of Clarke County where biosolid materials were applied as fertilizer to karst 
landscapes.”   Action:  Information only. 

- Mark Bennett, Director, USGS, Virginia Water Science Center, discussing the real-time 
monitoring network status and utility.  Action:  Information only. 

106 

C. CLG Grant Applications:   

- Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal “Rescue Phase 2: Roofing/Window Work to 
Land Office and Smokehouse at Greenway Court” and  

- Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal Josephine City Nomination 

Action:  Information only.  At the 3/10/2014 Work Session, Supervisor Staelin moved to 
authorize the Chair to sign both letters as presented. 

 

493 

494 
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Item March 18, 2014 
Packet 
Page 

D. FY2015 Budget Discussion:  Fiscal Impact of Fire and Emergency Services [EMS] Work Group 
Recommendation Review and Discussion.  Action:  Information Only 

131 

E. Identify CCPS Discussion Issues.  Action:  No specific items were identified for the March 18 
meeting. 

69 

9. Board of Supervisors Finance Committee Items  189 

1. FY2014 Supplemental Appropriation. EMT Supplemental. "Be it resolved that budgeted 
expenditures and appropriations for Emergency Medical Service part-time salaries be increased 
$25,000 to provide additional coverage, and be it further resolved that the designation for 
government savings be reduced in the same amount."  Action:  The Finance Committee 
recommends approval. 

189 

2. Sheriff Part Time Salaries. "Be it resolved that the Sheriff be authorized to use savings in his 
authorized budget for full-time salaries in his budget for part-time salaries for the purpose of 
reducing leave balances."  Action:  The Finance Committee recommends approval. 

189 

3. FY 15 Budget Deliberations.  Action:  The Finance Committee reviewed the impact of 
recommended changes to the budget documents.   

189 

4. Acceptance of February Bills and Claims.  Action:  The Finance Committee recommends 
acceptance. 

190 

5. Standing Reports. Action:  Information Only.  

FY2014 General Fund Balance 209 

Reconciliation of Appropriations 210 

General Government Expenditure Summary 211 

Conservation Easement Authority 226 

General Government Capital Projects 227 

10. FY2015 Budget Finance Committee on March 13, 2014. 228 

- Set Public Hearing PH 14-06 FY2015 Budget 230 

- Set Public Hearing PH 14-07 2014 Tax Rate 238 

11. Joint Administrative Services Board Update 242 

12. Government Projects Update 247 

13. Miscellaneous 248 

14. Summary Of Required Action 249 

15. Board Member Committee Status Reports 250 

16. Closed Session [as necessary]  

17. SUP-13-02/SP-13-08, Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) Continued Board 
Discussion 

251 
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Item March 18, 2014 
Packet 
Page 

Evening Session 6:30 pm  

18. Citizen’s Comment Period 466 

19. PH 14-02:  2013 Clarke County Comprehensive Plan 467 

To view plan, see Pdf Attachment. 

20. PH 14-03:  2013 Clarke County Transportation Plan 467 

To view plan, see Pdf Attachment. 

21. PH 14-04: Special Use Permit Revocation Request - Shenandoah University 469 

22. PH 14-05:  Revocation of Special Use Permits TA-14-01 471 

23. Adjournment 477 

Reports in March Packet:  

1. Building Department  479 

2. Commissioner of the Revenue  486 

3. Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 492 
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Janumy 29, 2014 

David L. Ashe 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

p""":J 
Dear M1. Ash,-

RECEIVED FEB -2 2014 
www.peopleinc.net 

I write to request time on the agenda of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors for its 
meeting at I :00 a.m. on March 18, 2014. My purpose is to present Board Members with 
People Incorporated's most recent annual repmi and to request enactment of the 
enclosed resolution. I would, of course be happy to address any other topics that you or 
the Board desire. If March 18,2014 is not a convenient date, please let me know and I 
will propose an alternative time. 

Thank you for your assistance with this request. 

Sincerely, 

Robe G. Goldsmith 
Presi ent and CEO 

People Incorporated of Virginia 

Headquarters 1173 West Main Street, Abingdon, VA 24210 flhone: 276.623.9000 or 276.466.6527 Fax: 276.628.2931 hnai!: info@peopleinc._net 

Bristol Office 800 Martin luther King, Jr. Boulevard, Bristol, VA 24201 Phone: 276.466.5587 F;~x: 276.466.0728 Errroil: b_rlstg_l@Q~QilJgincnet 
Clintwood Office P. 0. Box 1439, Clintwood, VA 24228 Phonr: 276.926.5600 F;1x: 276.926.8244 f.:mail: Qk:J;.enson@oeoolelnc.net 
Gainesville Office 7572 Gardner Park Drive, Gainesville, VA 20155 Phonr:: 571.445.3020 fcr·c 571.445.3030 Fmaii: pwc@peopleinc.net 

Grundy Office 20694 Riverside Drive, Grundy, VA 24614 Phone: 276.935.4747 !'ax: 276.935.4368 Lrn;oll: buchanan_@g_~QQ\gl!l~§rt 
lebanon Office 122 Pr!ce Street, lebanon, VA 24266 Plwn(:: 276.88~}.0999 F;ix: 276.889.01171 mclil: rusself@peopleln9_,ng_t 
Woodstock Office 150South Main Street, Woodstock, VA 22664 Phiine: 540.459.9096 F;~r:: 540.459.8732 r-nkil: w_podstock@oeopleio_~_._o_~_\ March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 9 of 493



 Clarke County Board of Supervisors  

 

Berryville Voting District 
J. Michael Hobert – Chair 

(540) 955-4141 
 

Buckmarsh Voting District 
David S. Weiss –Vice Chair 

(540) 955-2151 

Millwood Voting District 
John R. Staelin 
(540) 837-1903 

 
Russell Voting District 

Barbara J. Byrd 
(540) 955-1215 

White Post Voting District 
Bev McKay 

(540)  837-1331 
 

County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 
 

www.clarkecounty.gov 101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA  22611 

Telephone: [540] 955-5175 

 

Resolution Commending People Incorporated on the Occasion of its 50th Anniversary 
2014-03R 

 

WHEREAS, People Incorporated, a private, nonprofit corporation is commended for 50 years of innovative and 
compassionate service to the citizens and communities of Virginia; and  

 

WHEREAS, People Inc. was founded by Hayter’s Gap community residents Garland Thayer, Fount and Thelma Henderson 
and others who recognized the needs of their neighbors and their children and wanted to create a more vibrant and 
sustainable community; and 

 

WHEREAS, People Inc. was incorporated by Joseph P. Johnson, Jr. on July 11, 1964 as the Progressive Community Club 
of Washington County; and 

 

WHEREAS, on August 20, 1964, President Lyndon B. Johnson signed the Economic Opportunity Act into Federal law, 
establishing community action agencies as the catalysts for community-based efforts to alleviate poverty throughout the 
nation; and 

 

WHEREAS, in December 1964, the Progressive Community Club received its first grant of $55,000 from the Federal Office 
of Economic Opportunity and became the first community action agency in Virginia and the first rural community action 
agency in the United States; and  

 

WHEREAS, in 1974, the Progressive Community Club became People Incorporated of Washington County and Bristol, 
Virginia, and over the last 40 years has steadily expanded its services into underserved communities throughout the 
Commonwealth and now serves the people of 27 counties and cities throughout Southwest Virginia, the Northern 
Shenandoah Valley and Northern Piedmont region of the state with nationally recognized anti-poverty efforts; and  

 

WHEREAS, People Inc. is widely regarded as one of the most innovative and successful community action agencies in the 
nation, providing comprehensive human and community development services to over 6,000 individuals and families in 
2013 and generating an economic impact of $88 million for communities throughout the Commonwealth;  and 

 

WHEREAS, People Inc. has been the designated Community Action Agency in Clarke County since 2009; and  
 

WHEREAS, People Inc.’s founders recognized that individuals, no matter their circumstances, have hopes and dreams for 
themselves and their communities, and that the Board of Directors and staff of People Incorporated remains true to this 
core principle and demonstrates excellence in providing opportunities for people to reach their goals in order to enhance 
their lives, their families and their communities; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Board of Supervisors hereby commends People Incorporated on 
the historic occasion of its 50th anniversary; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this Resolution be prepared for presentation to Robert G. Goldsmith, President 
and CEO of People Incorporated, as an expression of the Board’s recognition and admiration of People Incorporated’s 
tireless work on behalf of the citizens and communities of the Commonwealth of Virginia. 

 

Dated: March 18, 2014   

   J. Michael Hobert, Chair Board of Supervisors 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes For February 18, 2014  –  Regular Meeting  

 

February 18, 2014 Clarke County Board Of Supervisors 
Regular Meeting 

Main Meeting Room 

1:00 p.m. 

 
 

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Clarke County, Virginia, held in the 
Berryville Clarke County Government Center, 101 Chalmers Court, 2nd Floor, Berryville, 
Virginia conducted on Tuesday, February 18, 2014. 

 
 

Board Members Present 
 
Barbara Byrd; J. Michael Hobert; Bev McKay; John Staelin; David Weiss 
 
 

Board Members Absent 
 
None 
 
 

Staff Present 
 
David Ash; Tom Judge; Sheriff Tony Roper; Brandon Stidham; Lora B. Walburn 

 
 

Others Present 
 
Robina Rich Bouffault; Randy Buckley; Bryan Conrad; A.R. Dunning, Jr.; Chuyen 
Kochinsky;  Kenneth Liggins; Gina Schaecher; Chip Schutte; Gem Bingol; Val Van Meter 
and other citizens and members of the press. 
 
 

1) Call to Order 
 
Chairman Hobert called the afternoon session to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
 

2) Adoption of Agenda 
 
By consensus, the Board adopted the agenda as presented.  
 
 

3) Citizens Comment Period 
 
Clyde V. Coswell, Jr., 994 Crums Church Road: read the following prepared statement: 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes For February 18, 2014  –  Regular Meeting  

 

 
Thank you for this opportunity. I am Clyde Croswell, and I live up on Crums Church Road. I am 
here to speak about the next Clarke County Comprehensive Plan and to encourage the 
present and future Board of Supervisors, the Board-appointed Planning Commission, and the 
newly constituted School Board to adopt a more collaborative and co-creative attitude toward 
educating and developing the future citizens of our community. We can develop a brighter 
future for all of our community's citizens, and I am willing to work with anybody else who is 
interested in continuing in moving our community forward into its fullest potential. 
 
The first step in improving the current conversation about education and human development 
in our community is to stop having the kind of unofficial and official conversations we are 
having right now. Historically our plans for education are too short term, too divisive, and less 
mindful of a large portion of the Code of Virginia, that portion that sets forth responsibility and 
accountability of local jurisdictions for planning for future needs and developing and promoting 
human and community values, harmonious development, and the quality of life for all in our 
community. Let's simply remind ourselves, as elected and appointed officials and concerned 
citizens, that the Code of Virginia, Section 15.2-2223, requires local jurisdictions to adopt 
comprehensive plans which include "a coordinated, adjusted, and harmonious development of 
the territory which will, in accordance with present and probable future needs and resources, 
best promote the health, safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity and general welfare of 
the inhabitants, including the elderly and persons with disabilities." And the same Code also 
requires localities to "protect and enhance the quality of life and sense of community valued by 
the people who have chosen to live and work here." 
 
Meeting our future citizens' needs requires a long-term plan for implementing and funding 
education operations. A more comprehensive Education Plan is vital to the future of our 
community and improving both the specific effectiveness and efficiency of local decision-
making. Where we annually invest the largest portion of locally generated tax revenues, our 
community needs to better plan, sustain, focus, and develop an Education Plan in order to 
more mindfully preserve our hard-earned incomes and improve the quality of life for all. 
Excluding education plans and operations from the Clarke County Comprehensive Plan is too 
short-sighted, myopic, and self-limiting, and it fails to meet the spirit and law of local self-
governance. Let's begin right now in cocreating and enacting an Education Plan in future 
Clarke County Comprehensive Plans. 
 
Thank you for your time and service in developing our community's most precious and valued 
assets -our people, our land, our natural resources, and our whole sense of community. 
 
Recommendation: It is respectfully requested that the Board of Supervisors appoint a 
bipartisan, ad hoc education committee for the purpose of serving as a cross-functional team 
that will co-create a dynamic Education Plan for the future learning and development of a 
whole sense of community for citizens working and/or living in our community. The 
dynamically co-emerging process and outcome will be fully coordinated through timely 
communication updates to the Board of Supervisors, School Board and Planning Commission 
so as to generate an integrative effort between community citizens, elected and appointed 
officials, and CCPS administration efforts in order to optimize inclusion of the Education Plan 
in the next Clarke County Comprehensive Plan. 
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4) VDOT 
 
Maintenance – January: 

 Majority of VDOT’s time has been consumed dealing with multiple weather events, 
averaging two a week.  

 VDOT was able to do limited work on Rt. 639, 621 and 605. This consisted primarily of 
spreading stone and back dragging the worst spots with a backhoe bucket.  A heavy 
grader cannot be put on the roads in their current condition without doing significant 
damage because of the freezing/thawing effect.  

 VDOT has addressed numerous potholes as they were reported. 
 
 
Maintenance – February: 

 Long-range forecast shows VDOT continuing in this multiple event pattern, including 
the possibility of another significant storm next week.  

 If the weather does break, VDOT plans to haul stone and address the worst spots on 
the non-hard surfaced roads.  

 VDOT will address potholes as they are reported and would like to cut brush on the 
east end of Rt. 7. 

 
 
Projects: 

 All project status is unchanged 
 
 

Supervisor Comments: 
 

Supervisor Bev McKay: 

 Swift Shoals Road:  During the recent storm, operators did not plow the center of 
the road.  

 Route 522 Northbound Camp 7 side:  shoulders are lower than the road in some 
sections. 

 
Supervisor Barbara Byrd 

 Allen Road:  many thanks for the improvements. 

 Triple J Road:  needs to be resurfaced. 
 
 

5) Clarke County School Board Update 
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Supervisors Questions:   

 Current status on the School Board’s recent approvals of contract modifications on the 
current DG Cooley PK-3 Band Room and Cafeteria change orders. 

 Schools Special Education Program Presentation. 
 
School Board member Chuyen Kochinsky appeared before the Board and distributed 
copies of a package to Board members.  Mrs. Kochinsky raised questions regarding the 
appearance of the School Superintendent and School Board members at the Supervisors 
regular meetings.  Chairman Hobert explained that the Supervisors, with the School Board 
and its prior and current Chair, had agreed upon a methodology where by the Supervisors 
would communicate to the School Board issues about which it would like to hear and give 
the Schools the opportunity to speak to those issues at the Supervisors regular meeting.  
He advised that for this meeting the issues to be addressed were special education, at the 
request of the Schools; and, the status of the renovation, at the request of the Supervisors.  
Chairman Hobert, with Vice Chairman Weiss, requested that Mrs. Kochinsky limit her 
remarks to the agreed upon agenda.   
 
 
Renovation:  Mrs. Kochinsky introduced Charles Hydorn – CCPS Clerk of the Works 

 Mrs. Kochnisky: 

o Invited the Supervisors to make an appointment to tour the facility. 

o $105,000 for new carpet, new floor tile, new ceiling tile and grid, new energy 
efficient lights, new paint.  This amount includes demolition of the old and removal 
of items stored in the band room.  There will be an RMM for design services to be 
less than $3,000. 

o Contractor requested change orders have been minimal. 

o The Division has authorized several change orders from the construction surplus 
including the band room, cafeteria, and restrooms for approximately $122,000.   

o Replacement of the HVAC in the band room will be approximately $75,000. 

o All items were on the “To Do List” if funds were available. 

 Charles [Chuck] Hydorn 

o Difficult winter but construction is on schedule. 

o Running 7 to 10 days behind on Area D addition. 

o Contractor has been working at his own expense to try to make up the schedule.  

o Lost time should be made up once inclement weather is past and should be ready 
for the June completion date. 

o In the renovated building, there is an approximate 72,210 square foot area that will 
be used; and 12,696 square feet in the new addition.   
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o Bathrooms: 20 in renovation; 9 in new addition; 4 in the gym area that will not be 
renovated.   

o 24 total classrooms:  8 in the new addition; 16 in the renovation. 

o 25 requests for changes:  5 required by the review process conducted by Gary 
Pope, Code Official; 4 had no cost attached; Unforeseen issues including the band 
room and cafeteria totals $208,050;  

o Invited the Supervisors to tour the facility during the 3 pm Friday walk through. 

o Tom Judge confirmed that the change order charges [$208,000] would come from 
the contingency fund. 

 
 
Special Education:   

 
Ms. Kochinsky provided a PowerPoint presentation.  Highlights include: 

 Special Education employees work with ALL students through prevention and 
intervention. 

 Virginia's special education laws and Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) 
enacted July 07, 2009 require all schools to ensure that all identified children with 
disabilities have the right to a free appropriate public education (FAPE).   

 There are 13 special education categories in which students can be identified. 

 While the total number of students has decreased from 2,245 in 2006 to 2,033 in 2013, 
the number of special education students has risen from 166 in 2006 to 218 in 2013.  
Mrs. Kochinsky stated that this was due to the increase of children identified with 
health impairment and autism.   

 CCPS anticipates an increase in special education students in the following years. 

o Clarke, at 10.9%, is below the State average of 12.7% 

o The number of students with autism has risen from 8 in 2006 to 34 in 2013. 

o The number of students with other health disorders has risen from 16 in 2006 to 
54 in 2013. 

o In 2013 due to the increase in special education students, there are 19 full-time 
special education teachers, 24 special education instructional assistants and 7 
part-time instructional assistants.   

 In some cases, the "extreme" needs of students go beyond our ability to provide 
effective and efficient services within Clarke’s schools and must be outplaced. 

o The number of outplaced students has decreased from 12 in 2006 to 3 in 2013 
due to increased staffing. 

o Residential outplacement students have decreased from 6 in 2006 to 3 in 2013.  
Day placement students have decreased from 6 in 2006 to 0 in 2013. 
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Mrs. Kochinsky asked the Supervisors if the budget surplus in Social Services was due to 
the decrease in outplaced and what plans they had for this surplus.   
 
Chairman Hobert said that he believed it was a $50,000 surplus. 
 
Supervisor Staelin explained that due to the fluctuating nature of needs the Supervisors 
had set up a fund balance item. 
 
Tom Judge affirmed that there is a fund balance item. He added that the $50,000 reduction 
referred to by the Chair was the result of conservative budgeting by the Social Services 
Director in an effort to establish a contingency within the fund. Mr. Judge stated that he did 
not know if the surplus was attributable to the education component of the fund. 
 
Supervisor Byrd commented that the Department of Social Services is working with less 
staffing while handling a greater caseload. 

 
 
6) Set Public Hearing: Shenandoah University SUP Revocation 

 
Brandon Stidham reviewed the request for special use revocation from Shenandoah 
University. 
 
Supervisor Byrd moved to set public hearing for Tuesday, March 18, 2014 at 6:30 pm 
or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.  The motion carried by the 
following vote: 
 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

7) Set Public Hearing: TA-14-01, Revocation of Special Use Permits 
 
Brandon Stidham reviewed the text amendment proposed in response to concerns raised 
by the Board of Supervisors.   
 
Supervisor Byrd moved to set public hearing for Tuesday, March 18, 2014 at 6:30 pm 
or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.  The motion carried by the 
following vote: 
 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
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John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

8) Approval of Minutes 
 

Supervisor Byrd requested that her comment regarding textbooks be included on Book 21 
Page 665 School Board Update. 

 Supervisor Byrd asked Dr. Leffel if she could research how many textbooks this 
amount of funding could purchase.   

 
Supervisor McKay moved to approve the minutes for: 

 January 15, 2014 Organizational Meeting and Work Session, as presented 

 January 23, 2014 Regular Meeting, as modified 

 February 3, 2014 FY2015 Budget Work Session, as presented 
 
The motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 
9) Consent Agenda 
 

Resolution in Appreciation of Thomas T. Gilpin for service to The Clarke County Historic 
Preservation Commission 2014-02R 

 
Resolution in Appreciation of Thomas T. Gilpin for service to The Clarke County 

Historic Preservation Commission 
2014-02R 

 
WHEREAS, Thomas T. Gilpin was appointed to the Clarke County Historic Preservation 

Commission in June of 1987, serving as Vice-Chairman the Board until 2013 when he 
succeeded John Bieschke as Chairman, and throughout his tenure demonstrating the 
character of a true leader, as he helped to guide the Commission with energetic 
enthusiasm;  

 
WHEREAS, Mr. Gilpin exhibited strong support for the work of the Commission with a calm, 

fair, and common sense approach as he worked to protect and preserve historic 
structures in the County; 
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WHEREAS, during his time with the Historic Preservation Commission, he successfully 
brought 5 rural historic districts to the National Register, totaling 46,815 acres or 41% of 
the County; and 

 
WHEREAS, during his tenure, the Historic Preservation Commission developed annual 

Historic Preservation Awards, for presentation to citizens of Clarke County who made 
distinctive efforts to preserve and maintain the historic structures and places of the 
County, essential to defining our unique cultural identity. 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Clarke County Board of Supervisors recognizes 

and congratulates Thomas T. Gilpin for his lengthy and important service to the 
community on the Clarke County Historic Preservation Commission and for the impact this 
service has made on Clarke County; 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that his dedication, loyalty, and service to the citizens of Clarke 

County be hereby memorialized and that a suitable copy of this resolution be presented to 
Mr. Gilpin as a token of the respect and high esteem in which he is held by the Clarke 
County Board of Supervisors, Constitutional Officers, and the staff of Clarke County. 

 
APPROVED AND ORDERED ENTERED in the official records by the unanimous vote of the 

members of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors assembled in regular session on the 
18th day of February 2014. 

 

Attest:   

  J. Michael Hobert, Chairman 
 
 

Proclamation Northern Shenandoah Valley disAbility Awareness Week 2014-01P 
 

Proclamation Northern Shenandoah Valley disAbility Awareness Week 
2014-01P 

 
WHEREAS, the United States Congress enacted the Americans with Disabilities Act in 1990, 

prohibiting discrimination against people with disabilities in employment, public 
accommodations, transportation and telecommunications; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Commonwealth of Virginia enacted the Virginians with Disabilities Act in 1985 

to assure equal opportunity to persons with disabilities in the Commonwealth, and it is the 
policy of this Commonwealth to encourage and enable persons with disabilities to 
participate fully and equally in the social and economic life of the Commonwealth and to 
engage in remunerative employment; and 

 
WHEREAS, people with disabilities often overcome common misunderstandings about their 

circumstances and make valuable contributions to their families and communities; and 
 
WHEREAS, disability is a natural part of the human experience, and individuals with 

disabilities deserve the same rights as their peers to live independently, enjoy self-
determination, make choices, contribute to society and participate fully in the American 
experience; and 
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WHEREAS, the community plays a central role in enhancing the lives of people with 

disabilities, and people with disabilities benefit from having a network of supportive friends 
and family, accommodating employers and community leaders who are aware of the 
needs and abilities of people with disabilities; and 

 
WHEREAS, millions of people in the United States have disabilities and we all must make a 

conscious effort to discover their functional abilities and to remove the barriers met in their 
effort to acquire independence; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is the goal of Access Independence, Inc. to involve the community in all aspects 

of disAbility Awareness Week and establish an atmosphere that supports awareness and 
education of on-going initiatives to enhance public understanding of, and appreciation for, 
abilities possessed by those of us who experience life with disabilities. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE the Clarke County Board of Supervisors does hereby proclaim April 12-

18, 2014 as Northern Shenandoah Valley disAbility Awareness Week 2014, and we call 
this observance to the attention of all of those people who live in Clarke County to work 
together to raise awareness and understanding of the abilities of people with disabilities. 

 
IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the seal of Clarke County, Virginia to 

be affixed this 18th February 2014. 
 

Attest:    

  J. Michael Hobert, Chair 
 

 
Conservation Easement - Application for DUR Purchase – Susan Bailey Tax Map# 23-
((A))-37A 

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:  Board of Supervisors, David Ash 
FROM:  Conservation Easement Authority, Alison Teetor 
DATE:  February 7, 2014 
SUBJECT: Application for DUR Purchase – Susan Bailey 

Tax Map# 23-((A))-37A 
 

The Clarke County Easement Authority has approved the following easement for DUR 
purchase.  The Authority requests the Board of Supervisors to authorize the Chairman of the 
Board of Supervisors to execute deeds, easements, and other documents necessary to the 
transactions, subject to the property owners and lenders signing the Deed prior to the Chair. 
The applicant has accepted the Authority purchase offer is $69,600 for retirement of 3 DURs.  
The Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (VDACS) will provide ½ the 
funding ($34,800) and the County share is ($34,800). 
 
Susan Bailey has applied to the easement authority for approval of a DUR Purchase.  The 
property located on the west side of Springsbury Rd., 2.3 miles south of the Berryville at 2386 
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Springsbury Rd.  The property consists of 58.68 acres has an existing house and 3 additional 
DURs.   
 
The parcel is zoned AOC and is in use value taxation, in accord with the Commissioner of 
Revenue’s requirements, therefore a donation may be considered if at least two of the 
following four guidelines are met: 

 
Easement Purchase 
If the parcel is currently in or eligible for use value taxation, in accord with the Commissioner of 
Revenue’s requirements, then a purchase may be considered if at least two of the following 
four guidelines are met: 

 
1) the parcel’s Property Resource Score is at least 35;  
2) at least one dwelling unit right is extinguished by the conservation easement; 
3) the parcel is adjacent to a parcel already under permanent conservation easement; 
4) the property has a minimum area of 40 acres. 

 
The parcel meets all of the 4 criteria. The property resource score was 59.72, points were 
given for being adjacent to an existing easement (Hahn), a Lewis Run, a perennial stream 
runs through the property, and it has been owned by Ms. Bailey for more than 30 years. The 
property is over 40 acres, and the applicant wishes to retire all three of the remaining DURs.  

 
Vice Chairman Weiss moved to approve the items on the Consent Agenda.  The 
motion carried by the following vote: 
 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 
10) Personnel Committee Items 
 

A. Expiration of Term for appointments expiring through April 2014. 
 

2/10/2014:  The Personnel Committee made the following recommendations for 
appointment. 

 Michelle Jones Conservation Easement Authority for a term expiring 
December 31, 2016. 

 Laurie Volk recommend to the Clarke County Circuit Court reappointment to 
the Board of Zoning Appeals for a term expiring February 15, 2019. 
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02/18/2014 Summary:  Supervisor Staelin moved to approve the recommends of 
the Personnel Committee as presented.  The motion carried by the following 
vote:  

 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

B. Procurement Personnel Policy Update by David Ash 
 

02/10/2014 Summary:  David Ash advised that he had been in touch with Springsted 
and forwarded copies of the existing and draft proposed personnel policies. 

 
 
11) Board of Supervisors Work Session 

 
A. Closed Session §2.2-3711-A7 Consultation with Legal Counsel Re Advise on Legal 

Requirements Pertaining to Public Hearing PH 14-01 
 

Supervisor Byrd moved to convene into Closed Session pursuant to §2.2-3711-
A7 Consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members or 
consultants pertaining to actual or probable litigation, where such consultation 
or briefing in open meeting would adversely affect the negotiating or litigating 
posture of the public body; and consultation with legal counsel employed or 
retained by a public body regarding specific legal matters requiring the 
provision of legal advice by such counsel.  The motion carried as follows: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
Robert Mitchell joined the Supervisors in Closed Session.   
 
The members of the Board of Supervisors being assembled within the designated meeting 
place, with open doors and in the presence of members of the public and/or the media desiring 
to attend, Supervisor Staelin moved to reconvene in open session. The motion carried 
as follows:  

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
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David S. Weiss - Aye 
 

Supervisor Staelin further moved to execute the following Certification of Closed 
Session:  

 
CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED SESSION 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia, has convened a closed 

meeting on the date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in accordance with the 
provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and  

 
WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3700 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia that such closed meeting was conducted in 
conformity with Virginia law.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Clarke, Virginia, hereby certifies that, to the best of each members knowledge, (i) only 
public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by Virginia 
law were discussed in the closed meeting to which the certification resolution applies, and 
(ii) only such public business matters as were identified in the motion convening the 
closed meeting were heard, discussed or considered by the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Clarke, Virginia.  

 
The motion was approved by the following roll-call vote:  

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 

No action was taken on matters discussed in Closed Session. 
 
 

B. Fire and Emergency Services [EMS] Work Group Recommendation Review and 
Discussion 

 
02/10/2014 Summary:  The Board discussed the work groups’ final report at length 

and asked the County Administrator and Planning Director to draft specific 
actionable plans for the Board’s review and consideration. 

 
 

C. Clarke County Humane Foundation, Inc. Amendment to Agreement Discussion 
 

02/10/2014 Summary:  Following discussion, Supervisor Staelin moved to forward 
the proposed amendment to the Clarke County Humane Foundation, Inc. for 
its consideration and approval.  The motion carried by the following vote: 
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Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

02/18/2014 Summary:  Supervisor Byrd informed the Board that the Humane 
Foundation amended the agreement increasing the number of times the grounds 
were to be brush hogged from two to three times per year.  

 
 

D. ERP Update by Tom Judge 
 

02/10/2014 Summary: The Joint Administrative Services Board voted to proceed to 
contract negotiations with Tyler Technologies for provision of an ERP system 
(minutes attached).  The Board agreed to pursue a software-as-a-service 
agreement, provided that the cost of this vendor hosted solution was reasonable in 
comparison to a licensed, locally hosted solution.  The School Board has since 
approved of these actions by the JAS Board. 

 
The Board of Supervisors is asked to approve the following resolution:  "Be it 
resolved that the action of the Joint Administrative Services Board to proceed with 
contract negotiations with Tyler Technologies for provision of an ERP system is 
hereby approved, and that a software-as-a-service delivery of this software is 
accepted provided that the cost of this delivery method is reasonable." 

 
Action:  Following discussion, Vice Chairman Weiss moved to adopt the 
recommended resolution.  The motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

E. Identify CCPS Discussion Issues: 
 

02/10/2014 Summary:  The Board members directed the County Administrator to 
confirm the Board’s request that the members be brought current on the School 
Board’s recent approvals of contract modifications on the current DG Cooley PK-3 
Band Room and Cafeteria change orders and to confirm Ms. Kochinsky’s intent to 
provide the Board with information on the School’s special education program. 
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12) Finance Committee Items 
 

1. FY 14 Supplemental Appropriation 
 
02/10/2014 Summary: Over the term of the County's lease agreement with Comcast for 

provision of the fiber optic network, the Information Technology department has requested 
invoices for the maintenance of these lines to no avail. However, with the renegotiation of 
the lease it is expected that the County will be invoiced for the entire $36,000 Comcast 
has previously failed to invoice. "Be it resolved that FY 14 Information Technology 
budgeted expenditure and appropriations be increased $36,000, and that the fund 
balance designation for Government Savings be reduced in the same amount. "  Action:  
The Finance Committee recommends postponement pending receipt of invoice. 

 
 

2. FY2014 Transfers   
 
02/10/2014 Summary:  The Finance Committee recommends approval of this action. "Be it 

resolved that $3,150 be transferred from the Contingency for Minor Capital as follows: 
General District Court             200 Water Cooler 
General District Court             500 Metal Shelving 
Parks Swimming Pool             700 Rescue backboards 
Parks Recreation Center         200 Hand Cart 
Commonwealth's Attorney  1,550 Furniture 

Total  3,150 
 
 

02/18/2014 Action:  Supervisor Staelin moved to approve the Finance Committee 
recommendation.  The motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

3. FY2015 Budget Deliberations   
 
02/10/2014 Summary:  The documents distributed to the Board at its Feb 3 work session were 

discussed by the Finance Committee. Regional organization requests, minor capital 
requests, personnel requests, the Capital budget, and clarification of the real estate tax 
estimate were further discussed by the Finance Committee on February 13. An update on 
these further discussions will be provided to the Board of Supervisors at their Regular 
meeting. 
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4. Acceptance of Bills and Claims  
 
02/10/2014 Summary:   The Finance Committee recommends acceptance. 
 
02/18/2014 Action:  Vice Chairman Weiss moved to accept the January bills and 

claims.  The motion carried by the following vote: 
 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 

5. Standing Reports  
 

FY2014 General Fund Balance, Reconciliation of Appropriations; General Government 
Expenditure Summary, Conservation Easement Authority General Government Capital 
Projects 

 
 
 
13) Joint Administrative Services Board Update 
 

Tom Judge summarized the items of interest under review by the Joint Administrative 
Services Board. 

 J. Michael Hobert selected as 2014 chair at the January 27 organizational meeting. 

 2014 meeting calendar adopted. 

 Reviewed ERP and recommended pursuing software-as-a-service. 

 Agreed to recommend moving forward with Tyler Munis contract. 

 Director evaluation accepted. 
 
 
14) Government Projects Update 
 

David Ash provided the monthly project update.  Highlights include: 

 100 Church Street – Sheriff’s Office 

o Architect review continues. 

 101 Chalmers Court – HVAC Retrofit 

o Responses are being reviewed. 

 Personnel Policy and Compensation Study 
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o Materials forwarded to contractor. 
 
 

15) Miscellaneous Items 
 
Closed Session 
 

Supervisor Staelin moved to convene into Closed Session pursuant to §2.2-
3711-A 5. Discussion concerning a prospective business or industry or the 
expansion of an existing business or industry where no previous announcement 
has been made of the business' or industry's interest in locating or expanding 
its facilities in the community.  The motion carried as follows: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
The members of the Board of Supervisors being assembled within the designated 
meeting place, with open doors and in the presence of members of the public and/or 
the media desiring to attend, Supervisor Byrd moved to reconvene in open 
session. The motion carried as follows:  

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
Supervisor Byrd further moved to execute the following Certification of Closed 
Session:  

 
CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED SESSION 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia, has convened 

a closed meeting on the date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and in 
accordance with the provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and  

 
WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3700 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the 

Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia that such closed meeting 
was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Clarke, Virginia, hereby certifies that, to the best of each members knowledge, 
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(i) only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting 
requirements by Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to which the 
certification resolution applies, and (ii) only such public business matters as were 
identified in the motion convening the closed meeting were heard, discussed or 
considered by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia.  

 
The motion was approved by the following roll-call vote:  

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 

The Board took no action on matters discussed in Closed Session. 
 
 

Recommendation to the Planning Commission 
 

Supervisor Staelin asked the Board to consider requesting the Planning Commission 
investigate the concept of changing County regulations to remove kennels from 
special use permits in AOC / FOC and moving it to highway commercial as a by right 
or special use and return to the Board its recommendation.    
 
Supervisors Staelin moved to request the Planning Commission to investigate 
the concept of changing County regulations removing kennels from special use 
permits in AOC / FOC and moving it to highway commercial as a by right or 
special use and return its recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.    
 
Brandon Stidham recommended including review of kennels, breeding kennels, animal 
shelters and veterinary centers.   
 
Upon recommendation, Supervisor Staelin amended his motion to include the 
additional areas.  The motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
 
16) Summary of Required Action 

 

Item Description Responsibility 
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Item Description Responsibility 

1.  Coordinate tour of elementary renovation. David Ash 

2.  Modify and process approved minutes. Lora B. Walburn 

3.  Draft and process public hearing notice for Shenandoah 
University special use revocation. 

Lora B. Walburn 

4.  Draft and process public hearing notice for TA-14-01. Lora B. Walburn 

5.  Process 2014-02R. Lora B. Walburn 

6.  Process 2014-01P. Lora B. Walburn 

7.  Process appointments and update database. Lora B. Walburn 

8.  Execute notices of appointment. J. Michael Hobert 

9.  Inform the Planning Commission of the Supervisors 
request to investigate the concept of changing County 
regulations removing kennels from special use permits in 
AOC / FOC and moving it to highway commercial as a by 
right or special use and return its recommendation to the 
Board of Supervisors.    

Brandon Stidham 

10.  Coordinate site visit for Happy Tails Development. David Ash, Brandon 
Stidham 

 
 
17) Board Member Committee Status Reports   
 

Supervisor Barbara Byrd:   

 School Board:  Meeting was very even. 

 Social Services:  Meets next week. 

 Town of Berryville:  Council voted down chickens. 

 Humane Foundation:  Planning a fundraising event for the fall.   
 
 

Vice Chairman Weiss: 

 Conservation Easement Authority:  Will be seeking a replacement for Kate Petranech, 
who has announced that she will be terminating her services this spring.   

 
 

Supervisor McKay: 

 NSVRC:  Working on developing plans for bicycle events. 
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Supervisor Staelin: 

 Economic Development: Continue to review economic development plan.  

 Clarke County Sanitary Authority:  expressed concern in terms of sewer cost and 
reduction in chemical use. 

 Planning Commission:  Reviewing text amendments. 
 
 

Chairman Hobert recessed the meeting at 2:26 pm. 
 
Chairman Hobert reconvened the meeting at 6:30 pm.  He provided summarized the public 
hearing procedure. 

 
 

18) Citizens Comment Period 
 

A.R. Dunning, Jr., former White Post District Supervisor and Boyce resident:  requested an 
extension of the three-minute limit for constituents whose lives and property would be 
negatively impacted by the proposed special use. 

 
Kenneth Liggins, Berryville:  objected to the three-minute time limit opining that freedom of 

speech should not be limited.  
 
 

19) PH 14-01 SUP-13-02/SP-13-08, Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) 
 
Brandon Stidham provided an overview of the proposed special use application. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked how liquids would be gathered in the run areas. 
 
Mr. Stidham responded that liquids would drain into a trench system that would lead to a 
liquid dog waste holding tanks.  He noted that the drains would not be connected to the 
domestic on-site septic system serving the kennel building.   
 
Supervisor McKay asked whether the waste would be trenched or piped. 
 
Mr. Stidham responded that it was his understanding that it would be trenched in the runs 
leading into the hold tank eventually going into a piping system to the holding tank. 
 
Gina Schaecher provided a presentation, a copy of which is included in the February 18, 
2014 meeting packet.   
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Supervisor Byrd asked how much Mrs. Schaecher charged to adopt a dog.  
 
Gina Schaecher responded that it depended on the specific rescue organization; generally 
for the rescues with whom she works most closely, Lost Dog Rescue and Appalachian 
Great Pyrenees Rescue, it is between $300 and $375 depending on whether the dog is an 
adult or a puppy.   She stated that she wanted to be clear that this was not money to her 
business and she did not get any funds from adoptions; it was money to the rescue.   
 
Supervisor Byrd commented that this would not affect the County’s Animal Shelter for it 
only charges $25.   
 
Gina Schaecher added that her business was merely here to assist with special cases and 
did not get any revenue from adoptions.  She said that she hoped they would be able to 
help the local shelter if they had a special case that needed assistance. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked if the dogs adopted were spayed and neutered. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded they require all dogs, adoptees or any dog in their facility, be 
spayed or neutered. 
 
Supervisor McKay asked how many of the 40 would be rescue dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they proposed keeping 2 to 3 spots available for a couple 
of rescues that are in need; so, always 4 to 6 spots for rescue dogs out of 20 runs.  She 
stated that she wanted to make one thing clear that she was asking for 20 runs with a 
possible maximum of 40.  She said that 40 dogs for them at any one time was highly 
unlikely adding that they would have to put 2 dogs in the same run and they would be okay 
with that.   
 
Supervisor McKay recapped that they would have out of the 40 allowable 3 rescues. 
 
Gina Schaecher corrected him stating that they would keep between 8 and 10 spots 
available for rescue.   She said that they provided services for dogs that were adopted from 
a rescue that were having specific issues and needed a place to board.   
 
Supervisor McKay asked if this would be a commercial use rather than a rehab. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that the paid services provided to the owners funds the rescue 
efforts allowing them to provide rescue services. 
 
Supervisor McKay asked if the majority of the dogs would be rescue dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she was saying that they would have 20 runs and 8 to 10 
spots, 8 to 10 out of the 20, would be held for rescue dogs. 
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Supervisor McKay asked for clarification restating that the application provided for up to 40 
dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that having 40 dogs was highly unlikely. 
 
Supervisor McKay clarified that they would have the capability of 40 dogs in 20 runs and 
asked if they would keep 8 to 10 runs for rescue dogs or 8 to 10 spots out of the 40. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded 8 to 10 runs for rescue dogs. 
 
Supervisor McKay asked it that would be 20 rescue dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they would have 20 runs, 10 for boarding or training, and 
the other spots would be held for rescue dogs that needed help. 
 
Supervisor McKay clarified that they could have 20 rescue dogs and 20 non-rescue dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they could if they were somehow able to keep 40 dogs. 
 
Supervisor McKay clarified that the application is for 40 dogs. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that 40 is the maximum they have asked to be allowed but it is 
highly unlikely. 
 
Supervisor McKay commented that he was looking at maximums rather than minimums.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she was telling the reality of her operations. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss clarified that the answer was assuming they could keep two dogs in a 
run. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that he was correct. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss reiterated there would be a possibility of 40 dogs. 
  
Gina Schaecher responded that he was correct. 
 
Supervisor McKay asked how many rescue dogs out of the 40 would she have at the 
facility. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that it could change at any given time.  She continued that they 
would always like to be able to provide at least 3 or 4 spots for Appalachian Great Pyrenees 
Rescue, 3 or 4 spots for Lost Dog Rescue, a potential spot available for a local Shelter or 
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ASPCA, and the others filled with dogs that need services.  She said it would fluctuate 
based on the need. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss asked if that would be roughly 50%. 
 
Gina Schaecher confirmed this accurately described what their model would be, yes.  
 
Supervisor Byrd commented that in the County Animal Shelter they washed down all the 
runs and used bleach to disinfect for viruses.  She asked if the proposed kennel would be 
inspected by an agency such as State Board of Inspections. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she believed they would be regulated just like any other 
kennel.  Therefore, if there were regulations that apply to a kennel, then they would apply to 
them as well.  She commented that they were working in conjunction with a rescue to 
provide services. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked if they had a veterinarian or someone to inspect the facility and to 
see if it is properly sanitized and so on. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that, no, they would be like any other kennel in that regard; and 
they did not have a veterinarian that would inspect unless they wanted to privately retain 
one to do so.  She noted that her experience was from running rescue kennels; so, being a 
member of the board, they discussed those issues of sanitation, numbers, and what is 
necessary to keep hygiene. 
 
Gina Schaecher introduced Kevin Miller, Acoustic Engineer, of Miller, Beam, and Paganelli, 
consultants in acoustics, vibration and design, that provided a report at the Planning 
Commission level.  Mr. Miller addressed sound issues.  Highlights include: 

 In the business for over 40 years; has testified before boards and courts; qualified as 
an expert witness; has worked with one to two dozen kennels; and his company has 
been in business for 25 years.   

 Did not have an opportunity to review in great depth the rebuttal report by Professor 
James Sabatier, National Center for Physical Acoustics, University of Mississippi but 
did wish to respond to some key points: 

o Dr. Sabatier is a professor and using his theoretical knowledge. 

o Second paragraph refers to barking of dogs for nighttime noise and notes that 
nighttime will vary depending on time of year.  However, generally speaking, 
technically in our field and in most related, nighttime is a very defined entity; and 
government entities, like HUD, and almost all noise ordinances define nighttime as 
10 pm to 7 am.  So, nighttime does not vary with the setting of the sun and the 
rising of the moon by technical terms.   

o In reference to one of Dr. Sabatier’s next major points, he took issue with Mr. 
Miller’s report statement that when you double the number of sources the level 
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goes up 3 db.  He cited a fundamental acoustic statement where it should be 6 db.  
Unfortunately, his statement is a nice theoretical treatise; the problem is that it is 
based on what is called coherent sound.  Normal sound, as we know it today, says 
two sources are 3 db.  Normal sources, aircraft noise, highway noise, all use 3 dB 
for doubling sources. 

o Wind and atmospheric have a play in sound; but, usually, it is over great 
distances.  Usually, when you begin addressing wind effect and atmospheric 
[humidity, rain] effect, they are generally applied to sounds at distances half a mile 
to many miles away.  Under those conditions, yes, wind does play a role; but, 
interestingly enough, Dr. Sabatier only gave the one role, mentioning how it can 
reinforce sound.  It can and it can also decrease it.  It can be of equal factor and 
can go either way.  Turbulence can break up sound and also it can bend it up or 
down.  So, generally speaking, those are all factors when you are dealing with 
great distances; but in a case like this, 600 to 800 feet to the closest property 
lines, it is not really a meaningful factor. 

o Dr. Sabatier concludes, incorrectly because of the misapplication of the doubling 
of sound, that the levels Mr. Miller calculated would be in fact 10 to 15 dB higher, 
which would be quite high if it were the case.  Also, this would be all 40 dogs 
barking outdoors and Dr. Sabatier is applying to nighttime.  The dogs will be 
indoors at night time; and Dr. Sabatier did not mention at all the fact that the 
enclosure is going to provide a significant sound reduction of 30 dB, likely more.  
Again, the levels at the property line at nighttime are going to be way down 
compared to what could happen during daytime; but that, again, assumes that all 
the dogs are barking simultaneously.  In his experience, this does happen; but 
usually it is indoors when the dogs are fed.  In his experience and from what he 
has been told, usually, when outdoors under care of personnel, the barking is 
substantially depressed. 

o A final point, and probably the one that is most relevant, what would have far more 
consideration, he went back to a veterinary facility in Montgomery County that he 
designed, close in nature to the proposed facility; but under much more 
demanding circumstances in a much more densely populated residential area.  
This is an indoor facility with outdoor runs that can board 20 to 40 animals.  He 
requested information on the situation.  Mr. Miller read and provided a copy of an 
endorsement from Dr. Michael Scott, Potomac Animal Hospital, for inclusion in the 
February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Gina Schaecher confirmed that her presentation to the Board was complete. 
 
At 7:55 pm, Chairman Hobert opened the public comment portion of the public hearing. 
 
Phil Jones, 735 Morning Star Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited quality of life, restrictive covenants, 
VOF easements, AOC zoning, etc.  He provided a copy of his written comments for 
inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 
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Matt Hoff, 278 Ginns Road, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special use permit application 

and urged the Board to deny.  He cited noise, increased traffic, road safety and 
maintenance issues, property devaluation, potential contamination of water, 
commercial business in AOC, etc.  He provided a copy of his written comments for 
inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Diane Senyitko, 918 Morning Star Lane, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited placement of a commercial 
business in AOC. 

 
Suzanne Boag, 204 Hermitage Boulevard, Berryville:  spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited placement of a commercial 
business in AOC and preservation of agricultural open space. 

 
Donna Matthews Peake, Commissioner of the Revenue:  At the public hearing, Mr. Dunning 

read a letter from Mrs. Peake to the Board of Supervisors and presented a copy for the 
record.  The letter cites a 15% to 25% reduction in property value should the kennel be 
placed in this location. 

 
A.R. Dunning, Jr., 1253 Ginns Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited denial of a similar application in 
2000, property devaluation, noise, scenic easement, placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, etc.  

 
Robert Sell, 1431 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, loss of pastureland, potential contamination of water, potential to 
exceed septage allowance, safety, noise, potential danger to livestock, etc.  He 
provided a copy of his written comments for inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting 
packet. 

 
Susan Harrison, 1437 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  signed up to speak but left before 

called. 
 
Elizabeth Kay Sell, 1431 Old Winchester Road, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special 

use permit application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited preservation of 
agricultural, forestal and open space land, quality of life, placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, easement, etc.  She stated that her family had applied for a permit to 
build a greenhouse to produce bedding plants, floral baskets and fresh cut flowers on 
their property in AOC, horticulture being a by right use; and the permit contained an 
affidavit stating that the owner could not use the structure as a residence, commercial, 
mercantile business, educational or for assembly uses. She provided a copy of her 
written comments for inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 
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Michelle Anderson 278 Ginns Road, Boyce for Bob & Carol Yanniello, 1308 Old Winchester 

Road:  Ms. Anderson provided an email on February 17, 2014 that is included in the 
February 18, 2014 meeting packet.   
 
 
At the public hearing, Ms. Anderson read a prepared statement from the Yanniello’s, 
whose health prevented them from attending the public hearing.  In support of their 
opposition, they cited placement of a commercial business in AOC, noise, increased 
traffic, impact on wildlife, etc.  A copy of their written comments was provided for 
inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Kenneth Liggins, 206 Josephine Street, Berryville:  spoke in support of the special use 

permit application.  He said that government relies on conduct and character of its 
officials.  He provided cites from the Code of Virginia specific to Conflict of Interest. He 
concluded his remarks by submitting on behalf of the NAACP, for which he identified 
himself as the legal redress chairman, a document titled, “2/8/2014 
Winchester/Frederick/Clarke Counties Petition for 3 Dog Kennel” and a document titled, 
“To: The Clarke County Board of Supervisors 1/13/2014 A Petition For We the below 
signature do herby support the Happy Tail Development, LLC Rescue Kennel project” 
for inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Gwen Walker, 538 Fair Lane, Winchester:  signed up to speak but did not appear when 

called.  
 
Alexis Buckles, Ashburn:  spoke in support.  She identified herself as a rescue dog owner 

and noted the benefits of rescues, the effectiveness of the program, and that her 
neighbors on either side of her town home have never heard her dog bark.  

 
Giel Millner, 121 Kennel Road across from the Blue Ridge Hunt Kennel:  spoke in support 

of the special use permit application and urged the Board to approve.  He said that he 
had no problem with animals.  In support, he noted that he did have a problem with 
over restriction in the County; the applicant had met every obligation and made every 
best effort to comply with the regulations. 

 
Bruce Welch, DVM, 1430 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special 

use permit application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited inconsistencies and 
misrepresentations of the nature and scope of the project, scenic easements, noise 
issues, property devaluation, placement of a commercial business in AOC, etc.  He 
provided a copy of his written comments with supporting material for inclusion in the 
February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Teresa Miller, 1430 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition of the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited up to 40 dogs kept outside 
from 6 am to 9 pm daily, noise, OSHA criteria for noise, 50 families and Boyce 
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Elementary School located within a mile of the proposed kennel, impact on the scenic 
byway, etc.  She provided a copy of her written comments for inclusion in the February 
18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Eleanor Welsh, 1430 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition of the special use 

permit application.  She cited noise, increased traffic, placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, etc.  She provided a copy of her written comments for inclusion in the 
February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Madalyn Welsh:  1430 Old Winchester Road, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application.   She cited increased traffic, road safety, inconsistencies in applicant 
statements, etc.   She provided a copy of her written comments for inclusion in the 
February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Gregory Peck, Agricultural Scientist Extension Specialist with Virginia Polytechnic, 196 

Bellevue Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition of the special use permit application and 
urged the Board to deny.  He cited noise, increased traffic, road safety and 
maintenance issues, environmental damage, potential contamination of water, property 
devaluation, use inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan, placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, up to 40 dogs kept outside from 6 am to 9 pm daily, etc.   

 
Kathi Colin Peck, 196 Bellevue Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited the Planning Commission denial of 
the application, quality of life, use inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan, up to 40 
dogs kept outside from 6 am to 9 pm daily, noise, property devaluation, increased 
traffic, road safety and maintenance issues, placement of a commercial business in 
AOC, etc.  She provided a copy of her written comments for inclusion in the February 
18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Alain Borel, 692 Old Winchester Road, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited noise, placement of a 
commercial business in AOC, increased traffic, road safety, property devaluation, 
scenic easement, etc.   

 
Rod DeArment, 409 Bellevue Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited noise, placement of a commercial 
business in AOC, increased traffic, road safety, environmental hazards, etc.  He 
provided a copy of his written comments, with a copy of a letter from Professor James 
Sabatier, PhD, National Center for Physical Acoustics Sound Study / Comments 
Acoustical Analysis by Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc., for inclusion in the February 18, 
2014 meeting packet. 

 
AnnMarie DeArment, 409 Bellevue Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited use inconsistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan, preservation of agricultural, forestal and open space land, 
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placement of a commercial business in AOC, increased traffic, road safety and 
maintenance issues, noise, environmental hazards, potential contamination of water, 
applicant is a limited liability corporation; vandalism, theft and/or destruction of signs 
and flyers in opposition to the kennel, legal action taken by the applicant against the 
Planning Commission representative for the district, etc.  She provided a copy of her 
written comments for inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Susan Molden Harman, 1 Morning Star Lane: signed up to speak but left before called. 
 
Tim Harmon, 1 Morning Star Lane: signed up to speak but left before called. 
 
Danielle Donohue, 165 Bellevue Lane:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited increased traffic, road safety and 
maintenance issues, noise, inconsistencies and misrepresentations of the nature and 
scope of the project; vandalism, theft and/or destruction of signs and flyers in 
opposition to the kennel, violation of covenants, use inconsistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan, etc.  She provided a copy of her written comments for inclusion in 
the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Ron Light, 146 Morning Star Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He stated that he was a 30-year veteran, 
Environmental Engineer with the US Army, who moved to Clarke County at his 
retirement to live a life of general peace and quiet.  He cited noise, potential 
contamination of water, quality of life, health and safety, property devaluation, etc.  A 
copy of his email is included in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Julien Lacace, 2423 Crums Church Road, Berryville: Hunter Merck spoke on behalf of Mr. 

Lacace. 
 
Hunter Merck, 2423 Crums Church Road:  spoke in support Gina Schaecher and her 

development plan and encouraged the Board to approve.  She said that she and Julien 
had done a lot of work with Gina Schaecher in the past.  She has worked with two of 
Mrs. Schaecher’s rescue dogs that she described as amazing.  Julien Lacace adopted 
a puppy last year that goes to work with him every day and she does not bark and is 
very well behaved.  She opined that the work Mrs. Schaecher does is amazing and she 
is a great person.  She concluded that this development plan would only make Mrs. 
Schaecher’s efforts to help these animals that much easier. 

 
Carl Hale, 241 Providence Lane, Bluemont and one of the owners of the parcel of land 

under question: spoke in support of the special use permit application and urged the 
Supervisors to approve.  He stated that the property had been on the market for a 
number of years.  He said that he appreciated the neighbor’s concerns but felt them 
unfounded.  He said that the dogs would be housed in an enclosed barn constructed of 
concrete walls and covered with wood siding; none of the dogs will be allowed outside 
without a handler present; one handler per eight dogs; all dogs arriving or departing the 
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facility will be on lead.  He stated that every instance cited for barking dogs was for 
dogs running loose, unattended, not in a kennel, not on a lead.  He said that this was 
not a typical kennel because it is not open to the public and is by invitation only 
therefore there would not be the same amount of traffic as a typical boarding kennel.  
He opined that it would not create any more traffic than a typical farm with a four-
occupant residence, a manager’s cottage and the normal farm hands and equipment 
coming and going to the property.  The facility, being a barn, will blend into the 
countryside.  The facility will take up 3 of the 91 acres and the remaining acres will be 
farmland.   

 
Terence Donohue, 165 Bellevue Lane, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited inconsistencies and 
misrepresentations of the nature and scope of the project; threat of legal action by the 
applicant used to intimidate, noise, increased traffic, variance to existing statutory 
regulations, road safety and maintenance, use inconsistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan, etc.  He concluded by stating that the kennel offered the County no real benefit 
that would offset the negative effects of developing our open spaces. 

 
Rachel Lockwood, 181 Mill Lane, Boyce:  spoke in support of 3 Dog Farm.  She identified 

herself as a 4-H leader in the County.  She also told the Board that she and her 
husband do volunteer transport for rescue dogs in the southern part of the county; and 
during the past two years, they have transported over 400 dogs from small counties like 
Clarke to safer rescues up north.  She said that Clarke has a great shelter but one thing 
lacking in Clarke is a way for dogs to get adopted that have behavioral issues.  She 
said that this would allow someone to open up a facility that could be a great benefit to 
residents by providing learning opportunities to children and by making a place for more 
animals to be adoptable.  She did state that she felt for her neighbors because she was 
new to the discussion and she did understand their concerns.  She said that as a 
community they should try to resolve the issues a little better.  She noted that a 
commercial business is necessary to cover the cost of dog rescue. 

 
Niki Shipe, Shenandoah County and former Clarke County resident; spoke in support.  

Identified herself as the owner of a small rescue and said that her business did not 
have all the benefits of this application noting that her closest neighbor was only 60 feet 
away.  She said that she had been in the business for 10 years and currently has 10 
dogs that are not confined except in an acre and a half fenced in yard.  She said that in 
all her years of operation, she had never received a noise complaint about her dogs but 
she has had three complaints in four weeks on her horse.  She also noted that her 
neighbors did not complain about smell nor did they worry about where the dogs “do 
their thing.” She said that she owed her life to the dogs for she had a disease and 
without them to care for she would be dead.  She asked the Board to consider letting 
Gina Schaecher continue her good work to help other people like her. 

 
Lowell Smith with Alyce and Mica, the service dog, 2528 Crums Church Road: spoke in 

opposition to the special use permit application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited 
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preservation of agricultural, forestal and open space land, impact on conservation 
easements, placement of a commercial business in AOC, etc. He provided a copy of 
his written comments for inclusion in the February 18, 2014 meeting packet. 

 
Betsy Hill, 1776 Old Winchester Road: spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  She stated that she when she lived near a 
dog sanctuary in Boyce she had heard a lot of barking and that facility had been 
downhill from her home.  She cited preservation of agricultural, forestal and open space 
land, placement of a commercial business in AOC, noise, potential water 
contamination, environmental hazards, increased traffic, road safety and maintenance 
issues, scenic byway, etc. 

 
Barry Lewis 537 Old Winchester Road:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  He cited inconsistencies and 
misrepresentations of the nature and scope of the project, noise, environmental 
hazards, potential water contamination, open trenches for sewage, placement of a 
commercial business in AOC, etc.  He stated that his rescue Great Pyrenees bark a lot, 
are loud and when one barks both bark.  He cautioned that farmers with livestock are 
allowed by law to shoot dogs bothering their livestock.   

 
Alex Bryan, Ayrshire Farm: signed up to speak but did not respond when called. 
 
Linda Halle, Berryville:  spoke in favor of the rescue.  She stated that she did believe that it 

was a rescue enterprise and she believed that some boarding was necessary to pay for 
the rescue.  She said she understood that people do not like change but she did not 
see a lot of difference between cows standing in creeks and muddy cow holes draining 
into the water supply.  She continued that she thought there was a lot of compassion; 
it’s almost like “gosh, we don’t really like dogs.”  She said she would like to find out how 
many dogs were pets in this area because they raised cattle to kill them but dogs that 
bonded with people throughout history, to treat them this way, is kind of a reflection on 
the way you would treat a person.  She continued that it is going to cost too much to 
help them so let’s just do away with them.  They have to go somewhere and putting 
them in a residential area would less . . . .  She said she believed there was an 
exaggeration that we keep going to 40 but they have a capacity of 40 but that is if you 
get a bunch of puppies or a mother and puppies.  She said that you can’t place two 
dogs that have been abused and stick them in one and it is very unlikely that they will 
have 20 or 22 dogs.  She said that she doubted that there had ever been a barn built 
that had ever had this much consideration for silence and drainage.  Everything out 
there is on a septic field, which have problems; and to say that this will be exclusive, 
just doesn’t compare.  She said that the applicant has put a tremendous amount of 
money up front to make this happen and this is not a high profit enterprise at all. 

 
Micklos Szentirmai:  370 Rose Airy Lane, Millwood:  spoke in opposition to the special use 

permit application and urged the Board to deny.  He opined that he and his neighbors 
need to be afraid that a similar project could be approved in their vicinity, which would 
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adversely affect the value of their property, and the peacefulness of the vicinity.  
Decreasing property values decreases the County’s tax base.  The strain on County 
services from such a facility will adversely affect it citizens.  His email dated December 
11, 2013 is included in the December 17, 2013 meeting packet. 

 
Cindy Anderson, 2246 Springsbury Road, Berryville: spoke in favor of the group.  She 

stated that she had lots of time to work with them in lots of venues that they have 
chosen.  She said that she was at the public hearing as a Clarke citizen and not their 
realtor.  She said that the Clarke County she knew supports people that try to do good, 
embrace change, and support and help them.  They don’t stand and just say “I don’t 
like it.”  From her business, she knows that when passions run high people tend to 
skew numbers and facts and people tend to hear what they want to hear.  She said that 
she had heard repeatedly that they weren’t living on the property but they are.  Mike 
and Gina are not living on the property but Bob and Mary will be; and Mary is a Clarke 
County citizen and will be relocating to the property to live there.  She said she had 
heard that there would be one or two that were to be rescues; but Gina intends to have 
at least 50% or more.  It is unreasonable to think that there will be 40 dogs barking all 
the time; but, even if there were, how often do you get to choose what your neighbors 
do.  She asked what happened to helping people and why there had to be constant 
bickering.  She urged the Board to support these people and embrace this change 
because it is good.  Gina Schaecher is a good person, they are caring about the dogs, 
and most people would benefit from massage and dogs do too. 

 
Sarah Lieser, 589 Bellevue Lane, Boyce: spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited the covenants on the property, 
road maintenance issues, increased traffic, preservation of agricultural, forestal and 
open space land, placement of a commercial business in AOC, etc.  

 
Eric Lieser 589 Bellevue Lane, Boyce:  spoke in opposition to the special use permit 
concurring with his wife, Sarah. 
 
Page Allen, 64 Salem Church Road: spoke in opposition to the special use permit 

application and urged the Board to deny.  She cited inconsistencies and 
misrepresentations of the nature and scope of the project.  

 
Mary Joe Walpole, Loudoun County:  spoke in support.   She identified herself as being 

retired law enforcement and her husband veteran.  She said that one thing they wanted 
to do was to move to the country and they have four horses, two are all track 
thoroughbreds, and three rescue dogs.  She also serves on a search and rescue.  She 
stated that Gina Schaecher lived next door to them and they share approximately 300 
feet of adjoining fence line.  She said that she had not wanted to live next door to this 
when she was first told that a rescue with a lot of dogs was next door and feared that 
the dogs would chase her horses.  She stated that they have had no problems with the 
dogs getting loose, chasing her horses, or problem barking for the nearly three years 
she has lived beside Mrs. Schaecher.  She did state that the dogs do bark but it has not 
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been a problem.  She also noted that the Schaechers kept the dogs in at night and they 
did not hear them at all.   

 
Chairman Hobert noted that he had called all persons that had signed up to speak.  He 
asked if any others that had not had an opportunity to comment would care to speak.   
 
Michael Williams, Purcellville:  He stated that he had listed to what everyone had to say and 

what he heard over and over was great cause, not in my back yard.  Ten people must 
have said it, love rescue dogs, great cause, not in my block, not in my street.  I don’t 
think that is fair.  I don’t have a right to tell my neighbors what to do on their property 
when they are within the laws that is the way it should in Loudoun County and my new 
property in Clarke County.  I firmly believe that I will not go to any of my neighbors and 
say no you can’t do that.  If it is permitted, I can move; or if somebody wants to do what 
they want to do with that property, then, they could have bought it.  But, they didn’t; we 
did.  We have made every effort to satisfy the requirements.  I have heard many people 
say this doesn’t belong here.  We are not asking for a variance.  A kennel, as you 
know, is a permitted use in this zoning.  We are not asking for variance.  We have 
offered to fulfill any requirement that is put upon us.  I think that we have been open to 
the neighbors.  We have had them over.  Our narrative has been out there from Day 
One.  It has not changed.  It has always been the same.  This talk about this moving 
target that is not us.  It may be people’s perception that may be what they are seeing I 
don’t doubt there may be some changing stories; but, it is not from us.  We put it in 
black and white six months ago when we first submitted this application what we want 
to do.  This property is zoned for kennels.  The staff recommends approval of this 
kennel because we met all the technical requirements.  We did not fight any thing.  We 
said, “let us know what we need to do.”  We showed up here, Day One, before the 
application and asked what would we have to do to get this approved; and they told us.  
So, we followed every direction; and we committed a lot of money to this project based 
on what the County told us we could do.  We expect that if we uphold our half of the 
bargain that the County will too.  I mean $50,000 of engineering, site planners, sound 
acoustic engineers, septic and soil engineers – we paid for that all up front; and we 
expect to be able to continue with the project based on our deal that we made with the 
County representatives when we spoke with them.  I think that it is unfair.  There are no 
noise complaints about dog kennels in this county.  Why ours would be so much louder 
than any other kennel, I have no idea.  The neighbors are ignoring the fact that they are 
right under the landing, they are in the flight path of Winchester Airport.  We were out 
there with a sound engineer and the loudest thing we heard was airplanes going over – 
80 to 100 times a day.  They say they are in a quiet neighborhood and we are going to 
disrupt their quiet.  Our dogs are not going to be nearly as loud as the airplanes that are 
allowed to come over 24 hours a day.  They are going to be in a concrete building.  
Ashby Gap has no tanks.  They let their dogs pee on the ground and they pick up what 
is inside.  There is no risk of pollution from overflows from our tanks.  If there is a 
remote chance that our tank would overflow compare that to the horses and the cows in 
the neighborhood peeing on the ground.  We have no karst conditions.  We have done 
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the engineering and that is not an issue.  So, all the issues with the crazy pump and 
haul fears, the noise fears, the property value fears are completely unfounded. 

 
 

Bill Anderson, Springsbury Road:  spoke in support.  Stated that he had been watching this 
unfold from the beginning and understands what they are trying to do with the 
agricultural, open conservancy area.  He said this invites livestock such as pigs, sheep, 
and cows and the applicant is trying to put in a more domesticated animal inside a 
soundproof building with a controlled waste system.   He said he did not understanding 
how that was worse than what everyone was saying about the open space.  Everything 
brought to their attention as far as sound and waste management, the applicant has 
addressed.   He said it was up to the Supervisors to look at the notes, check the decibel 
levels, and see that it meets and greets.   

 
Michael Flagg, Millwood: spoke in opposition.  Stated that it was not a matter of what the 

applicant wanted to do, or the purpose, or if the venture was a good thing, the item 
before the Board was to place a commercial enterprise in AOC. He opined that if the 
application were approved it would set a precedent for future decisions giving the idea 
that such a venture might be approved.  He opined that a commercial enterprise in a 
farming AOC area should not have stepped to the Board level. 

 
Vice Chairman Weiss responded that a kennel is a permitted use under a special use 
permit like other existing commercial kennels within the county. He said that he was not 
expressing his opinion either for or against but pointing out that it was not a variance or 
a precedent but a use that was permitted under the special use program subject to 
Board review and determination.  

 
Cat Walters, Loudoun County: spoke in support.  Identified herself as a student from 

Smartsville Middle School that was featured in Mrs. Schaecher’s presentation.  She told 
the Board that she helped raise and helped to adopt puppies at the Schaecher 
business in Loudoun County.  She said that the commercial was necessary to pay for 
the rescue.  

 
Grace Lewis, 537 Old Winchester Road:  identified herself as a neighbor and noted that the 

applicant had never contacted her.  She told the Supervisors that after the death of her 
Great Pyrenees she wanted to adopt another from a Pyrenees rescue but was turned 
down because she lived in an area that a dog could be shot.  She opined that the best 
comment she had heard was that the applicant was a limited liability company. 

 
Chairman Hobert called for Supervisor questions. 
 
Supervisor McKay, noting confusion, asked the Chair to explain the zoning for the area. 
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Chairman Hobert explained that the property was not zoned for kennels but a kennel is 
permissible by special use permit, meaning that it was contemplated when the ordinance 
was passed that there could be a kennel in AOC.   
 
Supervisor Byrd asked the applicant to clarify there would be one handler for eight dogs 
and whether all eight dogs would be on leashes or running free. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that when dogs come to them, if possible, they are socialized 
into groups.  Those groups go through stations so there may be dogs working on obedience 
in one station and working on rally in one station through the kennel yards.  Then, the dogs 
go into rest period, snack period, whatever.  If the socialized group is, for instance, five to 
six dogs, they are not on leashes when they are working amongst each other.  
 
Supervisor Byrd asked for clarification that the dogs would be at liberty. 
 
Gina Schaecher added that the dogs would be within the confines of the fenced exercise 
area or within the confines of the building with a handler at all times. 
 
Supervisor Staelin asked about the size of the outdoor covered exercise area. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they were proposing to have some covered exercise area 
in case the weather was bad so that dogs could go outside that would be within the 
exercise yards.  She said that she thought they would determine which yard it would be in 
and the size.  She said that she did not think it was specific on the site plan but they could 
specify. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked if the dogs in the exercise yards would be on leashes or would they 
be loose.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that when the dogs were outside in the exercise yards they 
would not be on lead but would be with a handler at all times so the dogs would be working 
with a handler and rotate in and outside of the building. 
 
Supervisor Staelin, noting that the kennel was to be closed to the general public, asked 
what steps would be taken to ensure this condition.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they have had this issue with rescue in general in her 11 
years of experience; and if people come, they are told that they are not open to the public, 
that it is by appointment and invitation only.  So, people are turned away.  Further, what 
they would state in their advertising is that they have to have an appointment.   
 
Vice Chairman Weiss stated that it was within the issue that there would be dogs within an 
agricultural community noting that generally dogs that attack sheep are not feral dogs but 
people’s dogs.   He asked what precautions have been taken to prevent an escape of 
Pyrenees or any dog. 
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Gina Schaecher responded that what she has done on her own farm and what would be 
implemented in this rescue would be invisible fence along the bottom of a hard, six-foot 
fence that would define exercise areas with another four-foot fence that forms another 
boundary.  So, if for some reason a dog had tunneled or climbed over, which would be 
unlikely because the dogs will be with a handler all the time, but, if it would occur, there 
would be another boundary fence beyond the exercise yard.  At her own farm, she has 
been tested with Great Pyrenees and has run invisible fence along the bottom of the fence; 
and dogs that are prone to dig are given collars.  She said they have also had to use wire 
on top of a fence.  She restated that these dogs would not be left alone ever.   
 
Vice Chairman Weiss stated that he believed the idea of rescue was great but the idea of 
rescue also equates to problems that are serious to persons with livestock.  He also noted 
the liability that in the County policy if a dog attacks livestock the farmer is recompensed by 
the County.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that they first of all do an assessment and they can’t take a dog 
that is going to be a danger or a threat from their assessment.  Therefore, if they had a dog 
that was high risk for flight, it would not be taken.  She opined that with a six-foot fence, an 
additional fence, and the dogs with a handler at all times it would be virtually impossible to 
escape.  She said that she had a lot of Great Pyrenees and did a lot of work with Great 
Pyrenees so she works with dogs that have been around livestock all the time.  She said 
that part of what she does is training and has to test and determine temperament.  She put 
forth that the assessment process would be the first line of defense; and unlike a shelter 
that must take all dogs, they have the luxury of being able to make a determine based on 
their assessment.   
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if dogs being boarded and trained would be allowed outside of 
fenced area or building.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she believed that the condition she read required that the 
dogs be escorted on lead into the building facility and into the fenced area; but the plan 
would be that the dogs would be maintained within the facility.   
 
Supervisor Staelin clarified that no dogs should be out in the area that is to be farmed. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that beyond the exercise yard was correct. 
 
Phil Jones asked where the dogs would be during events.     
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if the only time the dogs would be allowed outside the exercise 
yard would be for events and what events the applicant planned. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that dogs would be allowed outside for events. 
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Gina Schaecher responded that she would like to have an opening for people to come see 
the facility.  She said that traditionally they have had one large event as a fundraiser for 
rescue organizations.  As an example, she informed the Board of Canine Carnival that was 
given as a benefit for Lost Dog and Cat Rescue and stations were set up with a hot dog 
bob, races, pluck a duck from a pond, and other games. 
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if she was talking about one event per year. 

 
Gina Schaecher said that she thought in their application they had asked for the ability to do 
two to three events per year.  
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if this would be for her personal fund raising or does this include 
events for any other group. 
 
Gina Schaecher said that what has been done in the past, and how she would foresee 
them working in the future, would be that they would be events to benefit charitable 
organizations. 
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if she was limiting them to a small number. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that what she has done in the past was either by invitation only. 
 
Supervisor Staelin interjected that he was talking about number of events. 
 
Gina Schacher responded in the affirmative. 
 
Supervisor Staelin asked how many dogs and people would be there.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that in the past for a large event with an events permit they 
have had 100 plus people that would be the carnival held on their own farm conducted 
annually. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked how many dogs attended. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she believed that it may have been about 90 to 100 dogs 
throughout the day.  She added that the dogs were not all there at the same time but over 
the whole period from 11:00 am to 5:00 pm.  She stated that the dogs were on lead with 
only one off leash area near the pond.   

 
Supervisor Staelin asked how many dogs would be in the day care. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that she thought, as she understood how it would work, that 
they would never, ever, be allowed to have more than 40 dogs total; so, if there were 10 
dogs boarding, they could have 10 day care dogs but could never have more than a total of 
40 at any one time. 
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Supervisor Staelin asked what the dogs would do during day care. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that it would be similar to their boarding service in that the dogs 
would be assessed; accepted into the program; if social, placed in a social group; rotated 
through exercise and work stations throughout the day, as well as provided a rest period 
and a snack period.    
 
Supervisor Staelin asked if all dogs in day care would be picked up and dropped off by 
Happy Tails’ vehicles.  
 
Gina Schaecher responded that generally how it has worked for them as they were testing 
with this model.  She said that they would like to arrange pick up and drop off points in 
conjunction with local businesses.  She said that she found this to work very well.   
 
Supervisor Staelin asked the applicant to describe rehabilitation, which is referenced in the 
applicant’s material. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded that in the 11 years she has worked with rescue she has seen 
a lot of shy dogs and a lot of dogs that act out because they have not been given enough 
exercise or training.  She opined that those were the big issues; so, when she talks about 
rehabilitation, it is in a general sense in developing an individual plan for that dog from their 
assessment and work on the identified particulars.   

 
Supervisor Byrd asked if shy dogs became fear biters.   
 
Gina Schaecher responded that it was a potential for a shy dog.  She used the term fear 
aggression and opined that without a training program and rehabilitation it is potential, 
which is part of why they want to provide this service. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked if they would be mature dogs that have socializing problems. 

 
Gina Schaecher responded that they would be working with dogs of all ages; so, if it were 
puppies, they would train puppies.  If a rescue got puppies in and wanted them to help, they 
would do it; but, in her experience, the majority of dogs come into rescue between the ages 
of one to three, which is a prime time to be working with them.  She noted that the more 
mature the dog the more difficult the case and dogs that don’t find value with humans or 
other resources are much more difficult.   
 
Supervisor Byrd commented that these more difficult dogs that will attack humans are put 
down. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded in the affirmative advising that if a dog has done something 
unsafe to humans or they saw those tendencies they would make those recommendations 
to the rescue and refuse the animal to be allowed in their facility. 
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Noting the hour, Chairman Hobert called for Board comment reminding that a Supervisors’ 
meeting could not go beyond 10:00 pm without consent of the Board.   
 
Vice Chairman Weiss stated that the Board had heard the concerns expressed by the 
public and requested closure of the public hearing. 
 
Supervisor McKay concurred.   

 
Supervisor Byrd concurred with Supervisors Weiss and McKay.   

 
At 10:03 pm, Chairman Hobert closed the public hearing.  He advised that the Board would 
take additional comment in the form of written input.  He expressed his appreciation to all 
those that presented and provided the Supervisors with written statements.  He encouraged 
those present to submit additional statements should they wish to do so. 
 
Supervisor McKay moved to postpone consideration of the matter. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss asked how many more questions Supervisor Staelin had for the 
applicant. 

 
Supervisor Staelin responded that he had three more pages of questions.   

 
Vice Chairman Weiss stated that he would like to visit the site. 

 
Supervisors McKay and Byrd concurred.   
 
Chairman Hobert noted that a motion had been made postponing the matter to what he 
assumed would be the Supervisors’ next meeting. 
 
Supervisor McKay asked that the matter be taken up at 6:30 pm, March 18. 
 
Supervisor Staelin responded that the Comprehensive Plan and the Transportation Plan 
were set for public hearing at 6:30 pm March 18. 
 
Chairman Hobert said that he wanted to set a date certain suggesting the March 10 Work 
Session, or March 18 Regular Meeting, or a special meeting. 
 
Supervisor McKay stated that he would prefer not to do it at the March Regular Meeting. 
 
 Chairman Hobert asked if Supervisor McKay would prefer to call a special meeting. 
 
Supervisor McKay responded that a special meeting would be fine. 
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Chairman Hobert suggested recessing the February 18 meeting unto such a date as the 
Board could all agree upon.   
 
Supervisor Byrd asked that the Board discuss during the day. 
 
Chairman Hobert asked if the Board had a preferred date to set the continued discussion. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked the date of the March Work Session. 
 
The Deputy Clerk supplied March 10. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss said that the Board should probably set a date for it considering all 
the budget issues.   
 
Supervisor Staelin reminded that the Supervisors would be discussing the FY2015 Budget 
at the March 10 Work Session and suggested the next regular meeting instead of the Work 
Session. 
 
Supervisor McKay added to his motion postponing the matter to the March 18, 2014 
regular meeting at 1 pm or to such a time as can be determined where best to insert 
into the agenda.  The motion carried by the following vote: 

 
Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 

 
A member of the audience asked if the meeting would be open to the public. 
 
Supervisor Staelin responded that all meetings of the Board were open. 
 
Chairman Hobert said that the Supervisors had asked to visit the property.  He asked Mrs. 
Schaecher if it would be possible. 
 
Gina Schaecher responded, “absolutely.” 
 
Chairman Hobert asked David Ash and Brandon Stidham to coordinate a site visit. 
 
Supervisor Byrd asked if this could be done as a group. 
 
Chairman Hobert responded visiting at a group could not be done without a meeting and 
would have to be advertised.  He opined that it might be easier to have two or three visits of 
different groups of less than three. 
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Supervisor Staelin suggested recessing the March 10 Work Session and reconvening on 
the site. 
 
Supervisor Byrd voiced her support for recessing the March 10 Work Session noting that 
the Board could visit before further discussing the matter. 
 
Vice Chairman Weiss voiced his support for recessing the March 10 Work Session and 
reconvening on the site. 
 
Chairman Hobert asked David Ash and Brandon Stidham to coordinate the site visit with 
the applicant. 

 
Chairman Hobert thanked those in attendance for their contributions and patience noting 
that it had been a very long meeting; and a meeting where there were a lot of emotional 
feelings, which the Board understood and appreciated.  He asked the audience to stay 
tuned, to wait awhile longer, and invited them to attend any of the Board’s public meetings 
where they would be discussing the matter. 
 
 

20) Adjournment 
 
There being no further business to be brought before the Board at 10:10 pm Chairman 
Hobert adjourned the Board of Supervisors meeting. 
 
 

Next Regular Meeting Date   
 
The next regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors is set for Tuesday March 18, 2014 at 
1:00 p.m. in the Berryville Clarke County Government Center, Main Meeting Room, 101 
Chalmers Court, Berryville, Virginia. 
 
 

ATTEST: February 18, 2014   

  J. Michael Hobert, Chair 
 
 

  David L. Ash, County Administrator 
 

Minutes Recorded and Transcribed by:  
Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
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March 4, 2014 Clarke County Board Of Supervisors 
FY2015 Budget Work Session 

Main Meeting Room 

10:00 a.m. 

 
 

At a budget work session of the Board of Supervisors of Clarke County, Virginia, held in the 
Berryville Clarke County Government Center, 101 Chalmers Court, 2nd Floor, Berryville, 
Virginia on Tuesday, March 4, 2014. 

 
 

Board Members Present 
 
Barbara Byrd; J. Michael Hobert; Bev McKay; John Staelin; David Weiss 
 
 

Board Members Absent 
 
None 
 
 

School Board Members Present 
 
Janet Alger; Chuyen Kochinsky; Beth Leffel; Chip Schutte 
 
 

School Board Members Absent 
 
Barbara Lee 
 
 

Staff Present 
 
David Ash; Tom Judge 
 
 

Others Present 
 
Mike Murphy; Rick Catlett; Lisa Floyd; Val Van Meter and other citizens 
 
 

Call to Order 
 
Chairman Hobert called the session to order at 7:04 p.m. 
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Chairman Hobert welcomed the School Board and advised those in attendance that the 
purpose of the meeting was for the Schools to present and explain its FY2015 budget. 
 
 

CCPS Proposed FY2015 Budget 
 
School Board Chairwoman Jane Alger advised that the members of the School Board 
would be speaking three to five minutes each on a different area of the budget.   
 
 
Janet Alger [Russell District] Comments – Overall Budget  
 

Highlights of her comments include: 

 The School Board adopted FY2015 budget is a needs-based budget in 
accordance with the Code of Virginia.  

 Schools of today are different in that they are highly regulated from state to federal 
government, have increased accountability, increased high-stakes testing and 
unfunded mandates. 

 
 
Chip Schutte [White Post District] Comments - Expenditures 

 

Mr. Schutte advised that he would be speaking on behalf of himself and Barbara Lee 
[Millwood / Pine Grove District] who was unable to attend this evening.  Highlights of 
his comments include: 

 Schools proposed budget requests creation of a $300,000 fund for distribution in 
accordance with the findings of the salary and compensation study.  With this 
fund, the Schools hope to address, in the most efficient way, those employees 
they deem grossly underpaid. 

 Budget includes VRS and state insurance increases. 

 Budget is just under $28,000,000. 

 School Board is trying to be as efficient as possible. 

 Budget addresses school safety and security upgrades. 

 This budget reflects the impact of the small budget increases over the last 7 years. 
 
 

Beth Leffel [Buckmarsh / Blue Ridge District] Comments – Revenue Changes and 
Sustainability of Programs 
 

Highlights of her comments include: 

 FY2014 Budget included a large initiative of CTE and STEM Program. 
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o Will continue partnership with Valley Health Systems. 

o Will continue certified nursing assistant program at the high school that 
expanded last year. 

o Hired a STEM Coordinator, who started the year off with a science fair at the 
high school. 

o In FY2014, the Schools began a partnership with the Farm Bureau resulting in 
the startup of the swine project.  This program reflects the agricultural nature 
of the County and combines agriculture programs with STEM programs. 

 
 

Chuyen Kochinsky [Berryville District] Comments – Purpose of Schools 
 

Highlights of her comments include: 

 Common goals are to keep schools safe, neighborhoods safe, maintain the quality 
of education for all students, ensure community involvement and participation.   

 Clarke’s local composite index is .5151 compared to Loudoun County’s .5616.  

 Valuing land conservation, while preserving the small rural environment, 
controlling human and economic growth, and lowering taxes is now a major 
impediment to sustaining and improving the quality of the school division.   

 
 

Tom Judge Review Changes FY2014 to FY2015  
 

Mike Murphy asked Tom Judge review page 20 of the Schools proposed FY2015 
budget.   
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Mike Murphy, School Superintendent, Review 

 
Highlights of his comments include: 

 Approximately two thirds of the requested increase in operating fund.  A great 
portion is driven by VRS retirement,  health and other insurance increases, as well 
as the funds for to be set aside and distributed based on the salary and 
compensation study.   

 $300,000 fund represents an approximate increase of 2% if the funds are spread 
across the board.   

 Capital requests include:  

o $225,000 for the specific safety and security improvements. 

o $234,000 for roofing at Johnson Williams Middle School. 

o Purchase of two buses. 

o ADA accommodations provided in a five-year forecast with Boyce Elementary 
heading the list for upgrades. 

 
 

Supervisor Questions 
 

Chairman Hobert inquired about the job descriptions of the two safety and security 
specialist positions and asked if they would be cross trained. 

 
Mike Murphy responded that the Schools were working collaboratively with 
Winchester City and Frederick County Schools to look at different ways to provide 
school resource officers.  He said that the position would be a school safety 
employee, which would be similar to a school resource officer; but they would not 
carry a firearm, handcuffs, or tear gas.  This position would assist in maintaining 
orderly conduct in the building, check parents in and out, provide parameter 
security, operate on a flexible schedule to provide support at night and evening 
events at a specific school or across the division, provide direct support to 
administrators, and work with principals, counselors and law enforcement. 
 
Lisa Floyd added that the grant included specific descriptions that were critical 
components such as entry and exit and liaising with law enforcement.  She said 
that the job description was not complete; because the Schools were not yet 
approved and the job description must be tailored to Clarke County. 
 
Mike Murphy continued that the Schools would work with parents, student groups, 
and community members to foster safe schools and communities.   
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Chairman Hobert asked Superintendent Murphy to clarify that the Schools 
preferred a model that involves hiring a security specialist as opposed to another 
deputy that would be accountable to the Sheriff and potentially used by the Sheriff 
for other functions. 
 
Mike Murphy responded that he did but only in the sense that if the Schools were 
year round he would work with the Sheriff’s Office.  He opined that the challenge 
that School divisions across the country have, working with law enforcement 
community for SRO, is that if the SRO is on every day for the school year the 
Sheriff has to figure out what to do with that person for the rest of the schedule.  
He said that a school division employee would liaison with law enforcement and 
that currently the Schools meeting quarterly with the law enforcement community.  
Superintendent Murphy opined that he expected the frequency of the meetings 
would increase with the addition of the security positions.   He noted that training 
would be in partnership with Frederick County and Winchester City.   
 
 

Chairman Hobert asked the Superintendent to speak to the proposed addition of four 
custodial positions. 
 
Mike Murphy responded that with the opening of the new high school, and by the 
Schools 23,000 square foot standard, 6 plus custodians were required for that 
facility.  He said that the four custodians from the old high school were moved to 
the new; and over time, schedules were changed and positions rotated increasing 
staff to six custodians at the new high school to maintain the facility in it as-built 
condition.  He said that to get these six positions the Schools cannibalized other 
places and done without or minimalized services in other placed.  Superintendent 
Murphy continued that with the addition of Cooley PreK-3 the Schools were adding 
approximately 93,000 square feet.  He further commented that Clarke Schools 
were open from dawn to dusk and even well into the evening hours.  He said that 
the Schools have day and evening custodians.  He concluded by stating that 
standards could be lowered and custodians could clean larger spaces. 
 

 
 
Chairman Hobert asked if the Schools could repurpose salaries in FY2015 as it had in 

FY2014. 
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Mike Murphy responded in the affirmative noting that the Schools have reduced 
less than two and a half employees over the last few years.  He briefed the Board 
on the FY2014 repurposing efforts.  
 
Chairman Hobert asked for clarification of the statement “repurposed to non-
personnel expenditures.” 
 
Tom Judge responded that in FY2014 $226,000 originally budgeted for use on 
salaries and benefits was placed into non-personnel to maximize certain grants 
such as, Title I and the Lord Fairfax Pass Through.   
 
Mike Murphy added that it was important to note that these were one-time 
expenditures.  He informed the Supervisors that Clarke is now a Title I School 
Division at Boyce and DG Cooley Elementary Schools. 
 

Vice Chairman Weiss asked about the approximately $916,000 in capital fund carry 
over from last year advising that the Supervisors Finance Committee had 
questioned whether these funds could be used in FY2015 to lower the Schools’ 
request. 

 
Mike Murphy responded that the $932,000 included the $300,000 for the ERP 
system, which reduces funding to $632,000.  He added that the Schools budget 
for safety and security jumped $136,000 leaving about $450,000 in actual building-
type capital expenditures.  He explained that the reason he was protecting those 
funds was to replace cameras or anything electronic related to schools safety and 
security, as well as lighting upgrades at DG Cooley, painting, fencing, HVAC 
replacement.  He said that the Schools could trim a little bit but he would prefer not 
to lose any of these funds.  
 

Supervisor Staelin asked questions about the School Funding History found on page 
54 of the Schools’ Proposed Budget document.  He remarked that the middle 
section, predominately state funding, is off by about $800,000 or 7% in 5 years; 
and the local section at the bottom is up by 13% or $1.8 million. 
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Superintendent Murphy thanked Mr. Staelin for pointing this out and added that 
the state and federal governments have forced the burden or responsibility of 
public education onto the localities.  
 

Vice Chairman Weiss commented that almost every year since 2003, when he joined 
the Board of Supervisors, taxes have been raised; and the majority of that revenue 
has gone to the School system for capital and/or operating.   

 
 

Chairman Hobert thanked the School Board for its presentation, for providing an 
opportunity for the public to view the Schools’ budget and expressed appreciation for the 
work done by Superintendent Murphy. 
 
 

Adjournment 
 
There being no further business to be brought before the Board at 7:52 pm Chairman 
Hobert adjourned the Board of Supervisors FY2015 Budget Work Session. 
 
 

Next Regular Meeting Date   
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The next regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors is set for Tuesday March 18, 2014 at 
1:00 p.m. in the Berryville Clarke County Government Center, Main Meeting Room, 101 
Chalmers Court, Berryville, Virginia. 
 
 

ATTEST: March 4, 2014   

  J. Michael Hobert, Chair 
 
 

  David L. Ash, County Administrator 
 
 

Recorded and Transcribed by Lora B. Walburn, Deputy Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
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Personnel Committee Items 
March 10, 2014;  9:30 am 
Second Floor, Main Meeting Room 
Berryville/Clarke County Government Center 
101 Chalmers Court, Berryville, Virginia 22611 

 
Item No. Description 

A.  Closed Session re: §2.2-3711-A1 Specific individual under consideration for appointments 
and positions. 

 
 03/10/2014 Summary: Supervisor McKay moved to convene into Closed Session pursuant 

to §2.2-3711-A1.  The motion carried as follows: 
 

Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 

 
The members of the Board of Supervisors Personnel Committee being assembled within the 
designated meeting place, with open doors and in the presence of members of the public 
and/or the media desiring to attend, Supervisor McKay moved to reconvene in open 
session. The motion carried as follows:  

 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 

 
Supervisor McKay further moved to execute the following Certification of Closed 
Session:  
 

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED SESSION 
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia, Personnel Committee 

has convened a closed meeting on the date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote and 
in accordance with the provisions of the Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and  

 
WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3700 of the Code of Virginia requires a certification by the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia Personnel Committee that such closed 
meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia law.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Clarke, Virginia, Personnel Committee hereby certifies that, to the best of each members 
knowledge, (i) only public business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting 
requirements by Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to which the 
certification resolution applies, and (ii) only such public business matters as were 
identified in the motion convening the closed meeting were heard, discussed or 
considered by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia.  

 
The motion was approved by the following roll-call vote:  
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Item No. Description 
Beverley B. McKay - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 

 

 The Personnel Committee took no action on items discussed in Closed Session. 

 

At 10:00 am, Chairman Hobert adjourned the Personnel Committee Meeting. 

 

B.  Expiration of Term for appointments expiring through May 2014. 
 
3/10/2014:  The Committee made no recommendations. 
 
 

C.  Clarke County General Government Pay and Classification Study and Personnel Policy 
Update by David Ash 
 
03/10/2014:  Due to time constraints, no update was given. 
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December 2013

Economic Development Advisory Committee 4 Yr

Hillerson Jay Business Owner 9/15/200912/31/20139/15/2009

Members of the committee should include one or more people from all key government and business groups such as plann
commission, board of supervisors, school board, industrial development authority, town of Berryville, chamber of commerce
and key business sectors such as agriculture, banking, realty, light industry, retail and tourism. Membership not limited.

April 2014

Clarke County Historic Preservation Commission 1 Yr

Kruhm Doug Planning Commission Representative 4/16/20134/30/20144/16/2013

Section 3-E-3-d Zoning Ord "shall consist of at least 5 members not to exceed 7 members;  Members shall be residents of 
Clarke County with a demonstrated interest in and knowledge of the historic character of Clarke County.  Reasonable effort
appoint at least 2 members with professional training or equivalent experience in 1 or more of the following: architecture, 
architectural history, historic preservation, archeology, land use planning, or related fields.  Reasonable effort to appoint at 
least 1 member that is a professional architect or architectural historian.  At least 1 member shall be appointed from the 
Planning Commission upon recommendation to the Board by the Planning Commission.  After the establishment of an 
Historic District, at least 1 member shall be a resident of a local Historic District."

Clarke County Library Advisory Council 4 Yr

Badanes Joyce Millwood District 9/16/20084/15/20144/20/2010

10 Members and 1 BOS liaison

Clarke County Planning Commission
Kruhm Doug Buckmarsh / Battletown District 3/19/20134/30/20143/19/2013

Appointed by BOS;  Oath of Office Required - Clerk of Circuit Court; Section 1-C-2 of the Zoning Ordinance states: "The 
Planning Commission shall consist of eleven members, appointed by the Board.  Members of the Planning Commission sha
be residents of the County, with there being 2 residents of each of the Board Election Districts.  In addition, 1 member of the
Commission shall be a member of the Board.  Members of the Commission shall be qualified by knowledge and experience
to make decisions on questions of community growth and development.  At least 1/2 of the members of the Planning 
Commission shall be owners of real property in the County."

Fill unexpired term of Richard Thuss

McFillen Thomas Berryville District 4/20/20104/30/20145/1/2010

Appointed by BOS;  Oath of Office Required - Clerk of Circuit Court; Section 1-C-2 of the Zoning Ordinance states: "The 
Planning Commission shall consist of eleven members, appointed by the Board.  Members of the Planning Commission sha
be residents of the County, with there being 2 residents of each of the Board Election Districts.  In addition, 1 member of the
Commission shall be a member of the Board.  Members of the Commission shall be qualified by knowledge and experience
to make decisions on questions of community growth and development.  At least 1/2 of the members of the Planning 
Commission shall be owners of real property in the County."

1st 12/20/1994  & Resigned 4/25/03; 4/2010 Appointed to Serve Arnold Seat

May 2014

Clarke County Historic Preservation Commission 4 Yr

Stieg, Jr. Robert Millword District 1/23/20145/31/20141/23/2014

Section 3-E-3-d Zoning Ord "shall consist of at least 5 members not to exceed 7 members;  Members shall be residents of 
Clarke County with a demonstrated interest in and knowledge of the historic character of Clarke County.  Reasonable effort
appoint at least 2 members with professional training or equivalent experience in 1 or more of the following: architecture, 
architectural history, historic preservation, archeology, land use planning, or related fields.  Reasonable effort to appoint at 
least 1 member that is a professional architect or architectural historian.  At least 1 member shall be appointed from the 
Planning Commission upon recommendation to the Board by the Planning Commission.  After the establishment of an 
Historic District, at least 1 member shall be a resident of a local Historic District."

Fill unexpired term of Thomas Gilpin
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Clarke County Committee Listing
Appt Date Exp Date

Barns of Rose Hill Board of Directors 3 Yr

Johnston Bill Buckmarsh District 7/17/2012 12/31/2014

BCCGC Joint Building Committee Open-End

Ash David L. County Administrator

McKay Beverly BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Weiss David BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Berryville Area Development Authority 3 Yr

Boyles Jerry White Post District 4/1/2012 3/31/2015
Ohrstrom, II George Russell District 3/19/2013 3/31/2016
Smart Kathy White Post District 1/23/2014 3/31/2017

Berryville Area Development Authority Comprehensive Plan Committee Open-End

Hobert J. Michael Berryville District 1/7/2008
McKay Beverly White Post District 3/20/2012

Board of Septic & Well Appeals 4 Yr

Blatz Joseph Millwood / Pine Grove District; Citizen 
Member

4/17/2012 2/15/2016

Caldwell Anne Millwood District; Planning 
Commission; Vice Chair - Alternate

1/10/2014 12/31/2014

Ohrstrom, II George Russell District; Planning Commission 
Chair

1/10/2014 12/31/2014

Staelin John BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Teetor Alison Staff Representative

Weiss David BOS Vice Chair - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Board of Social Services 4 Yr

Brown Dwight Berryville District 4/16/2013 7/15/2017
Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 1/31/2014
Ferrebee Robert Millwood District 4/16/2013 7/15/2016
Gray Lynn Berryville District 4/16/2014 7/15/2014
Pierce Edwin Ralph Berryville District 2/21/2012 12/15/2014

Board of Supervisors 4 Yr

Byrd Barbara J. Russell District 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Hobert J. Michael Berryville District; Chair 1/1/2011 12/31/2015
McKay Beverly White Post District 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Staelin John Millwood / Pine Grove District 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Weiss David Buckmarsh/Blue Ridge; Vice Chair 1/1/2012 12/31/2015

Board of Supervisors Finance Committee 1 Yr

Wednesday, March 05, 2014 Page 1 of 7
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Appt Date Exp Date
Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 1/31/2014
Hobert J. Michael BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
McKay Beverly BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Staelin John BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2104
Weiss David BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Board of Supervisors Personnel Committee 1 Yr

Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 1/31/2014
Hobert J. Michael BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
McKay Beverly BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Weiss David BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Board of Zoning Appeals 5 Yr

Borel Alain F. White Post District 1/23/2014 2/15/2019
Caldwell Anne Millwood District 1/19/2010 2/15/2015
Kackley Charles Russell District 2/12/2008 2/15/2018
McKelvy Pat Alternate At Large 2/6/2014 2/15/2019
Means Howard Millwood District 12/14/2009 2/15/2016
Volk Laurie Russell District 2/18/2014 2/15/2019

Clarke County Agricultural Advisory Committee
Arthur Warren Former Commissioner of the Revenue

Buckley Samuel White Post District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Day Emily Greenway District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Dorsey Tupper 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Gordon Carolyn 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
McFillen Thomas Berryville District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
McKay Beverly White Post District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Norman Debbie Russell District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Russell Jesse Staff Representative

Shenk Philip Buckmarsh District 7/21/2009 7/15/2015
Weiss David BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Clarke County Historic Preservation Commission 4 Yr

Caldwell Anne Millwood District 4/16/2014 5/31/2017
Carter Paige White Post District 5/15/2012 5/31/2016
Fields Betsy Berryville District 5/15/2012 5/31/2016
Hiatt Marty Buckmarsh / Blue Ridge District 6/19/2007 5/31/2015
Kruhm Doug Planning Commission Representative 4/16/2013 4/30/2014
Stieg, Jr. Robert Millword District 1/23/2014 5/31/2014
Teetor Alison Staff Representative

York Robert White Post District 6/18/2013 5/31/2017
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Appt Date Exp Date

Clarke County Industrial Development Authority 4 Yr

Armbrust Wayne White Post District; Vice Chair 8/19/2008 10/30/2016
Cochran Mark Buckmarsh District 9/17/2013 10/30/2017
Frederickson Allan White Post District; Secretary / 

Treasurer
9/17/2013 10/30/2017

Hobbs Robert White Post District 7/16/2013 10/30/2014
Jones Paul Russell District 5/15/2012 10/30/2015
Juday David Russell District; Chair 12/21/2010 10/30/2014
Pierce Rodney Buckmarsh District 8/19/2008 10/30/2016
Staelin John BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Clarke County Library Advisory Council 4 Yr

Al-Khalili Adeela Buckmarsh District 4/19/2011 4/15/2015
Badanes Joyce Millwood District 4/20/2010 4/15/2014
Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 1/31/2014
Curran Christopher Buckmarsh District 4/16/2013 4/15/2017
Daisley Shelley Russell District 7/17/2012 4/15/2016
Foster Nancy Russell District 4/17/2012 4/15/2016
Holscher Dirck Russell District 4/16/2013 4/15/2017
Kalbian Maral Millwood District 4/19/2011 4/15/2015
Myers Carol White Post District 5/21/2013 4/15/2017
Zinman Maxine Russell District 4/19/2011 4/15/2015

Clarke County Litter Committee 1 Yr

Staelin John BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Clarke County Planning Commission 4 Yr

Bouffault Robina Rich White Post / Greenway District 5/15/2012 4/30/2016
Buckley Randy White Post District 1/23/2014 4/30/2018
Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Caldwell Anne Millwood / Chapel District; Vice Chair 4/16/2013 4/30/2017
Kreider Scott Buckmarsh / Battletown District 5/15/2012 4/30/2016
Kruhm Doug Buckmarsh / Battletown District 3/19/2013 4/30/2014
McFillen Thomas Berryville District 5/1/2010 4/30/2014
Nelson Clifford Russell / Longmarsh District 4/16/2013 4/30/2017
Ohrstrom, II George Russell District; Chair 4/19/2011 4/30/2015
Staelin John BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Steinmetz, II William Berryville District 5/15/2012 4/30/2016
Stidham Brandon Staff Representative

Turkel Jon Millwood / Chapel District 9/15/2011 4/30/2015

Clarke County Sanitary Authority 4 Yr

Dunning, Jr. A.R. White Post District 11/19/2013 1/5/2018

Wednesday, March 05, 2014 Page 3 of 7
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Appt Date Exp Date
Legge Michael Staff Representative

Mackay-Smith, Jr. Alexander White Post District; Vice Chair 1/15/2013 1/5/2017
Myer Joe Town of Boyce 2/21/2012 1/5/2016
Staelin John BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Welliver Ralph Berryville District 3/19/2013 6/30/2016
Williams Ian R. White Post District; Chair 1/15/2013 1/5/2017

Conservation Easement Authority 3 Yr

Buckley Randy White Post District 11/19/2013 12/31/2016
Engel Peter White Post District 1/15/2013 12/31/2015
Jones Michelle Millwood / Pine Grove District 2/18/2014 12/31/2016
Ohrstrom, II George Russell District; Planning Commission 

Representative
4/16/2013 4/30/2016

Teetor Alison Staff Representative

Thomas Walker Buckmarsh District 11/20/2012 12/31/2015
Wallace Laure Millwood District 11/19/2013 12/31/2016
Weiss David BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Constitutional Officer
Butts Helen Clerk of the Circuit Court 1/1/2008 12/31/2015
Keeler Sharon Treasurer 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Mackall Suzanne Commonwealth Attorney 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Peake Donna Commissioner of the Revenue 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Roper Anthony Sheriff 1/1/2012 12/31/2015

County Administrator
Ash David L. County Administrator 3/19/1991

Economic Development Advisory Committee 4 Yr

Barb Jim Real Estate Rep, Business Owner 11/29/2013 12/31/2017
Conrad Bryan H. Agriculture, Fire & Rescue 1/1/2011 12/31/2014
Dunkle Christy Town of Berryville Representative 2/21/2012 12/31/2015
Hillerson Jay Business Owner 9/15/2009 12/31/2013
Milleson John R. Banking, Finance 8/16/2011 12/31/2014
Myer Dr. Eric Agriculture Rep, Business Owner 1/1/2011 12/31/2014
Pritchard Elizabeth Hospitality Industry 7/17/2012 8/31/2016
Staelin John BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Fire and Emergency Services (EMS) Workgroup Open-End

Braithwaite Jay Fire & Rescue Volunteer 9/25/2013
Buckley Randy Fire & Rescue Volunteer 9/25/2013
Leffel Elizabeth Fire & Rescue Volunteer 9/25/2013
Stidham Brandon Staff Representative 9/25/2013
Wallace Laure Fire & Rescue Volunteer 9/25/2013

Wednesday, March 05, 2014 Page 4 of 7

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 64 of 493



Appt Date Exp Date
Weiss David BOS - Liaison 9/25/2013
White Neal Town of Berryville Chief of Police 9/25/2013

Handley Regional Library Board 4 Yr

Myer Tamara Town of Boyce 8/20/2013 11/30/2017

Joint Administrative Services Board Open-End

Ash David L. County Administrator 12/22/1993
Hobert J. Michael BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Judge Tom Staff Representative 2/14/1994
Keeler Sharon Treasurer 3/12/2005
Murphy Michael School Superintendent 7/1/2008
Schutte Charles School Board Representative 1/8/2012 12/31/2013
Weiss David BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Legislative Liaison and High Growth Coalition 1 Yr

Hobert J. Michael BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Lord Fairfax Community College Board 4 Yr

Daniel William 7/1/2012 6/30/2016

Lord Fairfax Emergency Medical Services Council 3 Yr

Burns Jason Career Representative 7/17/2012 6/30/2015
Coffelt Lee Career Representative 9/27/2011 6/30/2014
Stidham Angela Medical Professional; White Post 

District
9/17/2013 6/30/2016

Northern Shenandoah Valley Regional Commission 1 Yr

McKay Beverly BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Staelin John BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Stidham Brandon Citizen Representative [Planning 

Director]
2/19/2013 1/31/2016

Northwestern Community Services Board 3 Yr

Harris Lucille Millwood District 1/15/2013 12/31/2015
Stieg, Jr. Robert Millwood District 3/20/2012 12/31/2014

Northwestern Regional Jail Authority 1 Yr

Ash David L. BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Liaison Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Roper Anthony Sheriff 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Wyatt Jimmy Millwood District 1/17/2012 12/31/2015

Northwestern Regional Juvenile Detention Center Commission 1 Yr

Byrd Barbara J. BOS - Liaison 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Wyatt Jimmy Millwood District 1/15/2013 12/20/2016
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Appt Date Exp Date

Old Dominion Alcohol Safety Action Policy Board & Division of Court Services 3 Yr

Roper Anthony Sheriff 11/19/2013 12/31/2016

Old Dominion Community Criminal Justice Board 3 Yr

Roper Anthony Sheriff 11/19/2013 12/31/2016

Our Health 3 Yr

Shipe Diane Buckmarsh District 4/16/2013 3/15/2016

Parks & Recreation Advisory Board 4 Yr

Heflin Dennis White Post District 1/15/2013 12/31/2016
Hobert J. Michael BOS - Liaison 1/21/2014 12/31/2014
Huff Ronnie Town of Berryville Representative 1/1/2012 12/31/2015
Jones Paul Russell District; At Large 1/1/2011 12/31/2014
Lichliter Gary Russell District 1/15/2013 12/31/2016
Rhodes Emily Buckmarsh District 2/21/2012 12/31/2015
Sheetz Daniel A. Berryville District 11/19/2013 12/31/2017
Trenary Randy Appointed by Clarke County School 

Board
10/24/2013 12/31/2014

Wisecarver Steve Appointed by Town of Boyce 11/5/2013 12/31/2017

People Inc. of Virginia 3 Yr

Hillerson Coleen Clarke County Rep Board of Directors 6/18/2013 7/31/2016

Regional Airport Authority 1 Yr

Ash David L. BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Crawford John Buckmarsh District 7/17/2012 6/30/2016
McKay Beverly BOS - Alternate 1/23/2014 12/31/2014

Shenandoah Area Agency on Aging, Inc. 4 Yr

Bouffault Robina Rich White Post District 7/16/2013 9/30/2014
Edwards, Jr. James N. White Post District 9/1/2012 9/30/2016

Shenandoah Valley Chief Local Elected Officials Consortium
Ash David L. BOS Designee for Chief Elected Official

Shenandoah Valley Workforce Investment Board 4 Yr

James Patricia Berryville District 9/17/2013 6/30/2017

The 150th Committee 4 Yr

Al-Khalili Adeela Clarke County African-American 
Cultural Center / Josephine Community 
Museum

1/18/2011 12/31/2015

Davis Dorothy Clarke County African-American 
Cultural Center / Josephine Community 
Museum

1/18/2011 12/31/2015
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Appt Date Exp Date
Heder Terence Shenandoah Valley Battlefields 

Foundation
1/18/2011 12/31/2015

Kalbian Maral Community Representative 1/18/2011 12/31/2015
Lee Jennifer Clarke County Historic Museum 

Representative
1/18/2011 12/31/2015

McKay Beverly BOS - Appointed Member 1/23/2014 12/31/2014
Means Howard CCHA Representative 1/18/2011 12/31/2015
Morris Mary Clarke County Historic Museum 

Representative
1/18/2011 12/31/2015

Murphy Michael CCPS Representative 1/18/2011 12/31/2015
Russell Jesse Staff Representative Economic 

Development
1/18/2011 12/31/2015

Sours, Jr. John Community Representative 1/18/2011 12/31/2015
Stieg, Jr. Robert 1/18/2011 12/31/2015

Warren-Clarke County Microenterprise Assistance Program Management Team 2 Yr

Blakeslee Steve County Representative 9/18/2012
Dunkle Christy Town of Berryville Representative 9/18/2012
Greene Laurel Town of Boyce Representative 9/18/2012
Hobbs Robert County Representative 9/18/2012
Hoffman Michael County Representative 9/18/2012
McIntosh Charles County Representative 9/18/2012
Myer Dr. Eric Designated Alternate 9/18/2012
Stidham Brandon County Representative 9/18/2012
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors Work Session  Page 1 of 2 

 

 

Board of Supervisors Work Session Agenda 
March 10, 2014 10:00 am   
Second Floor, Main Meeting Room 
Berryville/Clarke County Government Center 
101 Chalmers Court, Berryville, Virginia 22611 

 

Item 
No. 

Description 

A.  SUP-13-02/SP-13-08, Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) Site Visit Discussion 
 
03/10/2014 Summary:  Following review and discussion, Chairman Hobert instructed members to 

coordinate individual visits with the applicant through County staff, Brandon Stidham or Lora 
Walburn.  He noted that affected property owners had offered to conduct site visits on their 
properties and suggested that any Board member that desired to visit should directly contact the 
individual property owners. 

 
 

B.  Groundwater Monitoring Program 

- Wayne Webb, Friends of the Shenandoah River, on the study titled “Qualities of spring-
waters of Clarke County where biosolid materials were applied as fertilizer to karst 
landscapes.”   

- Mark Bennett, Director, USGS, Virginia Water Science Center , discussing the real-time 
monitoring network status and utility. 

 
03/10/2014 Summary:  Presentations were made to the Supervisors.  Chairman Hobert asked that Ms. 

Teetor provide the Board her compiled biosolids data. 
 
 

C.  CLG Grant Applications:   

- Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal “Rescue Phase 2: Roofing/Window Work to Land 
Office and Smokehouse at Greenway Court” and  

- Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal Josephine City Nomination  
 

03/10/2014 Summary:  Tom Judge will check to see if the funds are budgeted in FY2014 or 
FY2015.  Supervisor Staelin moved to allow the Chairman to sign both letters of 
support.  The motion carried by the following vote: 

 

Barbara J. Byrd - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Beverly B. McKay - Aye 
John R. Staelin - Aye 
David S. Weiss - Aye 
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors Work Session  Page 2 of 2 

 

Item 
No. 

Description 

D.  FY2015 Budget Discussion:  Fiscal Impact of Fire and Emergency Services [EMS] Work Group 
Recommendation Review and Discussion 

 
03/10/2014 Summary:  Following discussion, Chairman Hobert instructed staff to provide the Board a 

Gantt chart and the Supervisors to propose a motion. 
 
 

E.  Identify CCPS Discussion Issues 
 
03/10/2014 Summary:  The Supervisors identified no specific issues for School presentation at its 

March 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
 

F.  Economic Development Study Update 
 
03/10/2014 Summary:  Supervisor Staelin provided an update noting that integration of the Town and 

County websites had been identified as a potential area of improvement to better facilitate 
economic development. 

 
 

G.  Commonwealth Budget Issues 
 
03/10/2014 Summary:  Chairman Hobert updated the Board on unresolved budget issues in the 

General Assembly. 
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Site Visits

To : Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com>

Cc : Cynthia Anderson <canderson@mris.com>, Carl Hales
<carlh@mris.com>, Michael Hobert
<lawyers1@verizon.net>, Lora Walburn
<lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Site Visits

Thu, Mar 06, 2014 02:54 PM

Ms. Schaecher:

I have received your letter dated March 5, 2014 and will include your comments in the agenda
packet for the March 10 Work Session.

In accord with your request and due to the short period of time remaining before the Work
Session, I will not be forwarding this acknowledgement via USPS or UPS.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Gina Schaecher" <gschaecher@gmail.com>
To: dash@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: "Cynthia Anderson" <canderson@mris.com>, "Carl Hales" <carlh@mris.com>, "Michael
Hobert" <lawyers1@verizon.net>, "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 4:20:15 PM
Subject: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Site Visits

Please see the attached.  Contact me should you have any difficulty accessing the attached
document.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=93174&tz...

1 of 2 3/6/2014 2:55 PM
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VIA EMAIL 

David Ash 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
gschaecher@gmail.com 

March 5, 2014 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
1 01 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Dear Mr. Ash: 

We write in response to your March 4, 2014 letter in which you request that we 
provide dates for site visits to the subject Property to be restricted to the time period 
from March 11 through March 17, 2014. We do not understand why you are waiting 
until March 10, 2014 to propose dates for the site visit. Your suggested course of action 
delays any possible visits, and limits the time for any visits to a seven (7) day period, 
March 11 to March 17, 2014. 

We are happy to provide proposed dates for site visits during this period of time; 
however, we would suggest that you simply email the board members our 
correspondence and ask them to tell you when each member would like to come to the 
site during the proposed period. As the Board is not acting as a unit, but instead the 
individual members are making arrangements for a site visit, we submit that a 
circulation of the available dates by email would be the easiest and most efficient 
means of coordinating the site visits. There is nothing that precludes the individual 
members from coordinating with us to visit the site at a time and date convenient to 
each member. 

However, if you are restricting the potential dates for site visits to March 11 
through March 17, 2014, we suggest that you simply have the individual members name 
a date and time during that period, or any day, on which any Board member would like 
to make the visit, and we will make ourselves available. We simply request that the site 
visits be scheduled for a date before March 18, 2014 as we do not want the site visits to 
delay the Board's vote on our application. 

Should you have any questions, or should this matter require any discussion, 
please do not hesitate to contact us either by email or by phone as sending your 
correspondence by UPS and/or U.S. mail results in unnecessary delay. 
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David Ash 
March 5, 2014 
Page 2 

cc: Carl Hales via email 
Cindy Anderson via email 
Lora Walburn via email 

l:tlu~£L__ 
Gina L. Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 

Michael Hobert, Chairman, Clarke County Board of Supervisors via email 
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors 

March 4, 2014 

Berryville Voting District 
J. Michael Hobert - Chair 

(540) 955-4141 

Buckmarsh Voting District 
David S. Weiss -Vice Chair 

(540) 955-2151 

Gina Schaecher [gschaecher@gmail.com] 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 
Purcellville , Va 20132 

Dear Mrs. Schaecher: 

Millwood Voting District 
John R. Staelin 
(540) 837-1903 

Russell Voting District 

Barbara J. Byrd 

(540) 955-1215 

White Post Voti ng District 
Bev McKay 

(540) 837-1331 

County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 

Thank you for your letter of February 27, 2014, offering potential meeting dates of 
March 5, 6, and 7. However, I believe that we have a misunderstanding of the intent of 
the February 25 request for dates. 

In your February 24 letter, you raised a number of concerns about the logistics and 
liability involved in conducting a public meeting on site. As an alternative, I requested 
potential times and dates that would be acceptable to you should the Board members 
decide at the March 1 0 Work Session to conduct site visits of no more than two 
members at a time. As expressed in my letter, I proposed to provide the members with 
your response at the March 10 Work Session . 

Potential dates for these visits if you wish to host them, will have to be on or after March 
10 and preferably before the March 18 regular Board meeting. Should the Board 
members decide at that time that one or more were willing to participate as individuals 
or in small group meetings, the decision would be made during the Work Session so 
that there could be no question that the decision was reached in a public meeting. 

Please let me know if you wish to propose alternate times and dates. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Dave Ash 

pc: Brandon Stidham, Planning Director 
Carl Hales: 241 Providence Lane, Bluemont, Va 20135; carlh@mris.com 

www.clarkecounty.gov I 0 I Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Telephone: [540] 955-5175 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 74 of 493



From : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Proposed dates for Site Visit

To : Gina Schaecher <gina@3dogfarm.com>

Cc : dash@clarkecounty.gov, Carl Hales <carlh@mris.com>, Michael
Hobert <lawyers1@verizon.net>

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Proposed dates for Site Visit

Tue, Mar 04, 2014 04:42 PM

1 attachment

Good Afternoon Mrs. Schaecher:

On behalf of David Ash, I am providing the attached response to your letter of February 27, 2014. 
The original will follow via USPS.

--
Lora B. Walburn
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors
Executive Assistant - County Administration
County of Clarke
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B
Berryville, Virginia 22611
[540] 955-5175
[540] 955-5180 Fax
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Gina Schaecher" <gina@3dogfarm.com>
To: dash@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, "Carl Hales" <carlh@mris.com>, "Cynthia
Anderson" <canderson@mris.com>, "Michael Hobert" <lawyers1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2014 12:38:16 PM
Subject: Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Proposed dates for Site Visit

Mr. Ash:

We write to confirm your receipt of our message and attached letter from last week.  Obviously, the
weather may impact the Board members' decision on dates.  If we need to look at dates into next
week due to the weather impact, just let us know.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC

On Thu, Feb 27, 2014 at 2:46 PM, Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com> wrote:
Please see the attached.  Do not hesitate to contact us should you have any difficulty accessing the

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=C:92943&t...

1 of 3 3/5/2014 2:45 PM

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 75 of 493



From : Gina Schaecher <gina@3dogfarm.com>

Sender : gschaecher@gmail.com

Subject : Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Proposed dates for Site Visit

To : dash@clarkecounty.gov

Cc : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, Carl Hales
<carlh@mris.com>, Cynthia Anderson <canderson@mris.com>,
Michael Hobert <lawyers1@verizon.net>

From : Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com>

attached document.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC
571.215.4902

Happy_Tails_Dev_Gina_Schaecher_Ash_03-04-2014_Reponse_to_02-27-2014_Letter.pdf
385 KB 

Tue, Mar 04, 2014 12:38 PM

Mr. Ash:

We write to confirm your receipt of our message and attached letter from last week.  Obviously, the
weather may impact the Board members' decision on dates.  If we need to look at dates into next
week due to the weather impact, just let us know.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC

On Thu, Feb 27, 2014 at 2:46 PM, Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com> wrote:
Please see the attached.  Do not hesitate to contact us should you have any difficulty accessing the
attached document.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC
571.215.4902

Thu, Feb 27, 2014 02:46 PM

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=C:92943&t...

2 of 3 3/5/2014 2:45 PM

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 76 of 493



Subject : Happy Tails Development, LLC; Proposed dates for Site Visit

To : dash@clarkecounty.gov

Cc : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, Carl Hales
<carlh@mris.com>, Cynthia Anderson <canderson@mris.com>,
Michael Hobert <lawyers1@verizon.net>

1 attachment

Please see the attached.  Do not hesitate to contact us should you have any difficulty accessing the
attached document.

Thank you.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC
571.215.4902

Ltr D Ash 02.27.14.pdf
45 KB 
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Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
gschaecher@gmail.com 

VIA EMAIL 

David Ash 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Dear Mr. Ash : 

February 27, 2014 

We write in response to your February 25, 2014 letter in which you asked that we 
provide you with dates to be offered to the Board members for a site visit to the 
Property. Given the current weather forecast, we suggest that March 5, 6, and 7, 2014 
might work well for a site visit. 

Please kindly check these dates with the Board members and then confirm dates 
and times that comport with the Board members' schedules. Should the proposed 
dates not be available for the Board members, please kindly provide us with dates and 
times that work for the Board members, and we will make every effort to make 
ourselves available. 

Should you have any questions, or should this matter require any discussion, 
please do not hesitate to contact us at your earliest opportunity. 

cc: Carl Hales via email 
Cindy Anderson via email 
Lora Walburn via email 

Respectfully, 

~~~ 
Gina L. Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 

Michael Hobert, Chairman, Clarke County Board of Supervisors via email 
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
Berryville Voting District 

J. Michael Hobert- Chair 
(540) 955-4141 

Buckmarsh Voting District 
David S. Weiss -Vice Chair 

(540) 955-2151 

February 25, 2014 

Gina Schaecher [gschaecher@gmail.com] 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 
Purcellville, Va 20132 

Dear Mrs. Schaecher: 

Millwood Voting District 
John R. Staelin 
(540) 837-1903 

Russell Voting District 
Barbara J. Byrd 
(540) 955-1215 

White Post Voting District 
Bev McKay 

(540) 837-1331 

County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 

I am in receipt of your February 24 response to my letter of February 21, 2014. 

You apparently were unable to hear the full discussion of the Board at its meeting on 
February 18 in connection with a site visit, and your understanding that the Board only 
proposed a series of individual or combinations of not more than two board members to 
meet at the property is incorrect. Though no vote was taken, the consensus expressed 
at the meeting was to recess the March 1 0 Work Session and reconvene for a site visit; 
but the instruction to staff was to coordinate a site visit with the applicant either as small 
groups or in a public meeting as part of the Work Session. My letter to you was to 
determine if you would agree to a site visit by the Board as a group, understanding that 
this would be a public meeting. 

Given your response, I understand you do not think it practical to convene a public 
session at the site, but are willing to schedule visits for one or two board members at a 
time, presumably with staff attending as well. Thank you for this offer. 

Please provide me with dates, which could be offered to the Board members for visiting 
the property. The available dates will then be provided to the Board at the Work 
Session and I will provide you with a response after discussion and agreement at that 
time. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Dave Ash 

pc: Brandon Stidham, Planning Director 
Carl Hales: 241 Providence Lane, Bluemont, Va 20135; carlh@mris.com 

www .clarkecounty .gov I 0 I Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 2261 I 
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Response to 02/21/14 Letter from David Ash

To : Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com>

Cc : Carl Hales <carlh@mris.com>, Cynthia Anderson <canderson@mris.com>, Lora
Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, lawyers1@verizon.net, Brandon
Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov>

From : Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com>

Subject : Happy Tails Development, LLC; Response to 02/21/14 Letter from David Ash

To : dash@clarkecounty.gov

Cc : Carl Hales <carlh@mris.com>, Cynthia Anderson <canderson@mris.com>, Lora
Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, lawyers1@verizon.net

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Response to 02/21/14 Letter from David Ash

Tue, Feb 25, 2014 05:08 PM

1 attachment

Dear Ms. Schaecher,

Please see attached.  Thank you for the quick response.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Gina Schaecher" <gschaecher@gmail.com>
To: dash@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: "Carl Hales" <carlh@mris.com>, "Cynthia Anderson" <canderson@mris.com>, "Lora Walburn"
<lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>, lawyers1@verizon.net
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 2:00:54 PM
Subject: Happy Tails Development, LLC; Response to 02/21/14 Letter from David Ash

Please kindly see the attached.  Should you have any questions or should this matter require discussion, do not
hesitate to contact us.

Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC

Happy_Tails_Dev_Ash_Response_to_Schaecher_02-24-2014_Response_to_Site_Visit_02-25-2014.pdf
433 KB 

Mon, Feb 24, 2014 02:00 PM

1 attachment

Please kindly see the attached.  Should you have any questions or should this matter require discussion, do not
hesitate to contact us.
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Gina Schaecher
Happy Tails Development, LLC

02.24.14 Ltr D Ash.pdf
149 KB 
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VIA EMAIL 

David Ash 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
gschaecher@gmail.com 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
1 01 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Mr. Ash: 

We are in receipt of your February 21, 2014 letter. We write in response to 
clarify our understanding of the discussion among the Board members immediately 
preceding the conclusion of the February 18, 2014 meeting, and to seek additional 
information so as to fully address the request contained in your letter. 

From our recollection of the discussion among the Board members just prior to 
the conclusion of the meeting, we understood that the members planned to stagger their 
schedule of visits to the subject Property (the "Property") so as not to constitute a public 
meeting. The possibility of holding a public meeting at the Property was not discussed, 
according to our recollection. If you do not agree, please kindly advise. 

However, assuming that the Board at some time subsequent to the Meeting did 
decide to propose a public meeting at the Property, we have several questions 
regarding how such a meeting would occur. 

Please kindly provide a response to the following inquiries: 

1. What, if any precedent, does the Board have for requesting to hold a public 
meeting at an undeveloped subject site; 

2. Given that the subject Site is undeveloped, and therefore not in a condition to 
accommodate a public meeting, would the County assume liability for any 
injury to person or property that occurs while participants are attending the 
meeting at the undeveloped Site; 

3. What is the required period of time for publication of the meeting date (for 
instance is the need to advertise a public meeting 30 days in advance going 
to further delay the process); 

4. How would we know how many people planned to attend and therefore make 
accommodation for such attendees; 

5. Since it would be a County Public Meeting, is the County going to provide the 
funds to make the necessary accommodations for the public attendance; 
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David Ash 

February 24, 2014 

Page 2 

6. What are the ramifications for the County with respect to making reasonable 
accommodation for persons with disabilities as accessing and traveling on the 
undeveloped subject Site would be potentially difficult if not dangerous from 
some individuals facing physical challenges; and 

7. Is the County willing to enter an indemnification I hold harmless agreement 
with the Owners of the subject Site and the Contract Purchaser? 

The above-noted questions highlight only a few of the issues of concern that 
come to mind in consideration of the proposition of holding a public meeting at an 
undeveloped site at this time of year. Although we are committed to making every effort 
to accommodate the Board's request, from a liability and logic perspective, we just do 
not understand how it could possibly work. 

Given these concerns, we find it unlikely that the County would be in a position 
to agree to indemnify the Owners and/or incur the costs necessary to accommodate a 
public meeting at the site. Moreover, we do not understand the purpose or the value of 
attempting to hold a public meeting at the Property. Those individuals opposed to the 
Project, clearly are familiar with the location and the Property. Our supporters also have 
taken the time to orient themselves with the Property and the Project in order to lend 
their support to our mission. Consequently, it appears that our objective is to get the 
Board members to the Property in an efficient and convenient manner. 

It would seem to us that the most efficient means of having the Board members 
visit the subject Site, would be to simply have them individually, or in pairs, make 
arrangements with us to visit the Property. Given the importance of this matter, we will 
make ourselves available at the Board members' convenience to schedule the visits 
and accompany the members on Site. 

Please kindly advise as to whether this arrangement is agreeable to the Board 
and/or any of the members. As always, should the Board or any of the members have 
questions, or should this matter require clarification or further discussion, please do not 
hesitate to contact us at your earliest opportunity. 

As our Application has remained pending since August, 2013, we would 
appreciate any and all efforts to move this matter forward toward a decision. We are 
happy to have the Board members visit the Property, and want to make all 
arrangements to accommodate the requests of the individual members as quickly as 
possible. 

R tf:;rll ·, /)/) 

. /Yf1Utl4---'1/l ,,. 

Gina L. Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
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David Ash 
February 24, 2014 
Page 3 

cc: Carl Hales via email 
Cindy Anderson via email 
Lora Walburn via email 
Michael Hobert, Chairman, Clarke County Board of Supervisors via email 
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
Berryville Voting District 

J. Michael Hobert- Chair 
(540) 955-4141 

Buckmarsh Voting District 
David S. Weiss - Vice Chair 

(540) 955-2151 

February 21 , 2014 

Gina Schaecher [gschaecher@gmail.com] 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 
Purcellville, Va 20132 

Dear Mrs. Schaecher: 

Millwood Voting District 

John R. Staelin 
(540) 837-1903 

Russell Voting District 

Barbara J. Byrd 

(540) 955-1215 

White Post Voting District 

Bev McKay 
(540) 837-1331 

County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 

At the close of the Board of Supervisors' public hearing on February 18, 2014, the 
members of the board publically discussed with you the possibility of conducting an 
onsite visit to the property in order to further orient and familiarize themselves with the 
details of the application . 

Subsequent to this informal discussion, the Board realized that doing this would 
constitute a "meeting" and the Board would be required to publicize the date, time and 
location of the meeting and the general public would have to be invited as wel l. 

Before pursuing this matter further, the Board asked that I confirm your understanding 
of this requirement and that you confirm in writing the willingness of you and the 
property owner to permit such a public meeting and provide the necessary access and 
parking to accommodate the Board , staff, and members of the public who wish to be 
present. 

The Board of Supervisors anticipates that this meeting would last not more than an hour 
and that it would not be conducted if inclement weather conditions prevailed on the 
established date. Based upon your availability, the Board will try to schedule the 
meeting sometime between March 10 and the Board meeting on March 18. 

Please let me know as soon as possible so that I can make members of the Board 
aware of available dates. 

pc: Brandon Stidham, Planning Director 
Carl Hales: 241 Providence Lane, Bluemont, Va 20135; carlh@mris.com 

www.clarkecounty.gov I 0 I Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 
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From : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Happy Tails Development Site Visit Coordination and Confirmation

To : Gina Schaecher <gina@3dogfarm.com>, Gina Schaecher
<gschaecher@gmail.com>

Cc : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>, Brandon Stidham
<bstidham@clarkecounty.gov>, carlh@mris.com

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Happy Tails Development Site Visit Coordination and Confirmation

Fri, Feb 21, 2014 12:35 PM

1 attachment

Good Afternoon Mrs. Schaecher:

On behalf of David Ash, I am forwarding a pdf of the correspondence mailed USPS today.

--
Lora B. Walburn
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors
Executive Assistant - County Administration
County of Clarke
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B
Berryville, Virginia 22611
[540] 955-5175
[540] 955-5180 Fax
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Happy_Tails_Dev_Gina_Schaecher_Site_Visit_Coordination_&_Confirmation_02-21-2014.pdf
403 KB 
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Happy Tails Special Use Permit

To : parmed416@yahoo.com

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Happy Tails Special Use Permit

Wed, Mar 05, 2014 03:02 PM

Dear Mr. Hoff,

This will confirm receipt of your comments regarding the Happy Tails
Special Use Permit application.  

I will make sure that your comments are provided to all members of the
Board of Supervisors.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov
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From : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Fwd: Follow-up to Public hearing regarding SUP for Happy
Tails Developement/3 Dog Farm

To : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>, Barbara Byrd
<bjb1971@verizon.net>, Michael Hobert
<lawyers1@verizon.net>, Bev McKay
<bevbmckay@gmail.com>, John Staelin
<jstaelin@earthlink.net>, David Weiss
<amweiss@visuallink.com>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Fwd: Follow-up to Public hearing regarding SUP for Happy Tails Developement/3 Dog
Farm

Wed, Mar 05, 2014 02:34 PM

FYI

From: "george hoff" <parmed416@yahoo.com>
To: info@clarkecounty.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 1:42:50 PM
Subject: Fw: Follow-up to Public hearing regarding SUP for Happy Tails Developement/3 Dog
Farm

Lara, this is the email I sent to you, Dave Ash and all the Supervisors. My sister Kay Sell informed
me that You, Dave Ash and John Staelin never received it would you please see that it gets to
them.   Thank you.  Matt Hoff

On Thursday, February 27, 2014 2:21 PM, george hoff <parmed416@yahoo.com> wrote:

Ladies and Gentlemen,
 
I spoke in opposition to the granting of the SUP at the public hearing on Feb. 18th, 2014. I heard
a lot of discussion regarding barking dogs, decibel levels etc. however, there was one element of
noise that was not addressed. The large pump and haul trucks(generally 1000 to 3000 gallons)
load from the  storage tanks using a vacuum pump system which creates a very high pitched
whine that is harsh to human ears not to mention  even harsher on our canine friend's ears. I am
sure you realize what the results are of dogs exposed to high pitch sounds such as sirens and
whistles, they bark incessantly till the noise stops. The large pump and haul trucks will be making
2 or more trips a week to haul away the dog waste, there will be periods of time (3 to 10
minutes or longer) while the trucks are loading that the dogs which are in the exercise/kennel
areas will be howling and barking. This does not take into account the noise from the trucks that 
will carry to the neighboring properties. I ask that you consider this in your deliberations over the
granting of this SUP. Additionally, My sister Elizabeth(Kay) Sell and I would like to extend an
invitation to you as individuals, in small groups or as the full board to visit our properties and get
a perspective of the kennel's impact on this rural area. I may be reached to arrange the meetings
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via email parmed416@yahoo.com, at home 540 837-1220 or by cell at 540 247 9877. My
Sister(Kay) can be reached by phone at 540 837 1117 or cell 540 303 3885.
 
Thank you for your consideration to this matter.    Matt Hoff

--
Lora B. Walburn
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors
Executive Assistant - County Administration
County of Clarke
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B
Berryville, Virginia 22611
[540] 955-5175
[540] 955-5180 Fax
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
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From : Ron Light <finewoodworker@earthlink.net>

Subject : Re: Board of Supervisor's visit regarding proposed kennel

To : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Cc : Kathi Colen Peck <kscp10@gmail.com>

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Board of Supervisor's visit regarding proposed kennel

Wed, Mar 05, 2014 07:37 PM

Thank you for taking the time to write and follow-up, Mr. Ash.  I do
hope the Board will visit my property.

Best,

Ron Light

On 3/5/2014 3:34 PM, David Ash wrote:
> Dear Mr. Light:
>
> This is to acknowledge receipt of your comments and your invitation to
view the site of the
> proposed Happy Tails special use from your property.
>
> The Board has not yet made a determination on how or when the Board
members will conduct a
> site visit. However, I will add your offer to the information packet
for the March 10 Work Session
> and will contact you should the Board act to accept your invitation.
>
> David Ash, County Administrator
> 101 Chalmers Court
> Berryville, Virginia 22611
>
> (540) 955-5100
> (540) 955-5175 Fax
> dash@clarkecounty.gov
>
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>
> To: "David Ash" <dash@clarkecounty.gov>, "Brandon Stidham"
<bstidham@clarkecounty.gov>, "Michael Hobert" <lawyers@visuallink.com>
> Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 10:17:00 AM
> Subject: Fwd: Board of Supervisor's visit regarding proposed kennel
>
>
>
> ----- Forwarded Message -----
> From: "Ron Light" <finewoodworker@earthlink.net>
> To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
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> Cc: "Kathi Colen Peck" <kscp10@gmail.com>
> Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 9:01:30 PM
> Subject: Board of Supervisor's visit regarding proposed kennel
>
> Hello Ms. Walburn;
>
> I understand you are coordinating a potential visit of the BoS to the
> area vicinity of the proposed kennel in Clarke County, off of Bellevue
> Lane.  I am one of the landowners who will be affected by this kennel,
> and I want to invite the BoS to visit my property in regards to
> potential impacts.  Our address is 146 Morning Star Lane, Boyce.  I am
> home most of the time, so I can accommodate most visit times.
>
> Thank you,
>
> Ron Light
>

--
Ron Light
www.lighthousewoodworking.com
540.837.2089
Like us on Facebook!
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Opposition to Kennel

To : szentm <szentm@gmail.com>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Opposition to Kennel

Wed, Mar 05, 2014 02:13 PM

Dr. Szentirmia,

Thank you for your comments regarding the special use request pending before the Board of
Supervisors.

I will make sure that your comments are made available to all members of the Board.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "szentm" <szentm@gmail.com>
To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com
Cc: amweiss@visuallink.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 9:11:36 AM
Subject: Opposition to Kennel

Dear Madame/Gentlemen,
I want to register my strong and unequivocal opposition to the kennel that an outside industrial
developer is planning in an agricultural zone of our county.
This development would endanger not only our lifestyle but would endanger the water supply,
would not be supported by the existing infrastructure.
My main point however is that this industrial development would not only lower the property
prices around the proposed site but would lower property prices countywide. That in turn would
lower the tax base and the revenue the county collects. Many people would ask the county to
adjust the valuation of their property downward. This is fiscally irresponsible. There would be
worsening county services, schools, law enforcement, roads, etc.
I am asking you to deny the special use permit for this industrial development in an agricultural
zone.
Miklos ("Nick") Szentirmai, MD
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370 Rose Airy Lane
(Mailing address: P.O.Box 286 Boyce,VA 22620)
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: 40 Dog Kennel

To : Rick Senyitko <ricksenyitko@yahoo.com>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: 40 Dog Kennel

Wed, Mar 05, 2014 02:10 PM

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Senyitko,

This is to acknowledge receipt of your comments and your invitation to view the site of the
proposed Happy Tails special use from your property.

The Board has not yet made a determination on how or when the Board members will conduct a
site visit.  However, I will add your offer to the information packet for the March 10 Work Session
and will contact you should the Board act to accept your invitation.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Rick Senyitko" <ricksenyitko@yahoo.com>
To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com, bjb1971@verizon.net, bevmckay@gmail.com,
amweiss@visuallink.com, jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov, dash@clarkecounty.gov,
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 7:27:44 AM
Subject: 40 Dog Kennel

Rick	and	Diane	Senyitko	  918	Morning	Star	La.	 Boyce	Va.	22620
 

To: Board of Supervisors Members.

Ladies and Gentlemen we have a ended all of the mee ngs about the Three dog kennel  issue.

This le er is intended to help you to understand our concerns about the kennel.

Unlike most of the other neighbors our home will be in direct view of the kennel.
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The sight is the minor issue the sound is the larger issue.

With up to 40 barking dogs, trainer’s voices, whistles within our view and only a couple hundred yards for sound to travel, our peaceful

se ng we currently have will be destroyed. If not for the peace and quiet we currently enjoy why we would live in the middle of a 1000 acres

of farm land and woods in the first place. Our peaceful island in Clarke County will be changed by a new comer , it would be a different story

had the kennel been here before we  bought the property, then spent our life savings to build our home. We would have had a fair chance to

avoid this noise pollu on had the kennel been here first.

Diane and I came here from Fairfax county where the traffic noise is so loud it sounds like a loud waterfall, add in the sirens from the Fire dept

and the Police ( Its loud).So we were taken by the peaceful sound of silence here in Clarke. It’s so quiet now, that’s the a rac on for us,

Clarke’s peacefulness .The addi on of noise pollu on that will be caused by the 40 dog kennel will be the end of that. We ask ourselves why

here! Who re res from the city to move in next to a Kennel full of dogs (Nobody) what’s more disturbing is Gina won’t even be moving in to

enjoy the noise with us. Just drop her unwanted noise factory in our back yard and drive back to her residence 40 miles past the range of

sound. Se ng up her mess here will ruin our property value (our major financial asset). Why would any one even consider buying our home

with the 40 barking dogs, trainers yelling and blowing whistles already here (Unless we give it away) .

Using the cliché Put yourselves in our shoes is definitely fi ng to this debacle!!

Please take  me to come to our home that’s backing to and in clear sound and site range of the 40 dog kennel. Only then can you fully realize

what the dras c impact this will have on our daily quality of life and property value. Furthermore we ask you all to vote NO to this S.U.P . on

this property

Contact us to let us know when you would like to Visit. 540‐837‐2299 cell 540 ‐539‐6459   

Sincerely

Rick and Diane Senyitko
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Supervisors visit to Bellevue Lane, Boyce

To : kscp10@gmail.com

Cc : gregmpeck@gmail.com, danielledearment@gmail.com,
RDeArment@cov.com, slieser@chronofhorse.com,
bruceandtc@icloud.com, parmed416@yahoo.com

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Supervisors visit to Bellevue Lane, Boyce

Fri, Feb 28, 2014 04:58 PM

Dear Ms.Peck,

Thank you for expressing comments and concerns on behalf of yourself and your neighbors.

The Board members have not yet made a determination on how or when the Board will conduct
a site visit.  However, I will add your comments to the information packet for the March 10 Work
Session and will contact you should the Board determine a site visit is to be scheduled.

David Ash 

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Kathi Colen Peck" <kscp10@gmail.com>
To: info@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: "Gregory Peck" <gregmpeck@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 8:30:52 AM
Subject: Supervisors visit to Bellevue Lane, Boyce

Dear Ms. Walburn,

We spoke on Tuesday night at the Board of Supervisors meeting about you kindly notifying me
when the Supervisors will make their visits to Bellevue Lane and the proposed kennel site. There
are several other neighbors who wish to be notified as well, whom I will list below.

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=122322&t...

1 of 2 3/5/2014 3:17 PM

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 96 of 493



In thinking about this prospective Supervisors tour, I wonder if there's been any discussion on
how such a tour will be conducted. I have strong reservations about the SUP applicant leading
such tours since it will surely be an opportunity for the applicant to bend the ear of the
Supervisors without appropriate accountability, reflection, and documentation. Is there a way to
make this happen with objectivity and transparency? Perhaps a tour led by an unbiased
guide? To fully understand the proximity of the adjoining properties (i.e., location of homes) to
the proposed kennel, I also suggest that the Supervisors tour the property lines where they meet
the closest residences.

Clearly, as an adjoining property owner, I have a vested interest in the outcome of this SUP
decision, and thus, it is very important to me that this process maintain a high level of integrity.

Thank you so much for your help.

Best,
Kathi 

Kathi Colen Peck: kscp10@gmail.com
Greg Peck: gregmpeck@gmail.com
Danielle DeArment-Donovan: danielledearment@gmail.com
Rod DeArment: RDeArment@cov.com
Sara Lieser: slieser@chronofhorse.com
Bruce & TC Welch: bruceandtc@icloud.com
Matt Hoff: parmed416@yahoo.com
---
kathi colen peck
196 bellevue lane, boyce, va 22620
c: 607.279.8931
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Bellevue Lane Site Visit

To : Danielle De Arment <danielledearment@gmail.com>

Cc : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Bellevue Lane Site Visit

Fri, Feb 28, 2014 03:36 PM

3 attachments

Dear Ms. DeArment,

This is to acknowledge receipt of your comments, photos, and invitation to review the private
road conditions on Bellevue Lane and to view the site of the proposed Happy Tails special use
from your property.

The Board has not yet made a determination on how or when the Board members will conduct a
site visit.  However, I will add your comments and offer to the information packet for the March
10 Work Session and will contact you should the Board act to accept your invitation.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Danielle De Arment" <danielledearment@gmail.com>
To: bevbmckay@gmail.com, clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com
Cc: "Terence Donohue" <tmd2x@yahoo.com>, amweiss@visuallink.com,
jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov, "Barbara Byrd" <bjb1971@verizon.net>, dash@clarkecounty.gov,
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 10:27:22 AM
Subject: Bellevue Lane Site Visit

Dear Board of Supervisors,

My wife and I would like to thank you for listening to our concerns at the hearing last week.  We wish to
reiterate the nega ve impacts the Happy Tails Development, LLC project would have on our family, and to
invite you to stop by our property, 165 Bellevue Lane, when you visit the site to see firsthand the issues
we outline below:

A business would inundate our small, one-lane road with traffic on a daily basis.  The number of
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trips the applicant claims is a gross underestimation, considering the number of staff and the
intention to have customers, volunteers, and community members coming and going.  Bellevue
Lane is not designed to carry business traffic, and to so increase the traffic would pose a danger
to residents, not to mention impede our freedom to come and go when the business holds
classes and events.
 
There are currently 8 residents who drive on the lane, and the majority only travel to and from
work during the week.  Our commutes to work would be in direct opposition to the staff
commuting to the facility. 
 
We walk and bike on the road with our children and dog every day.  Star ng in 2 years, our children will
walk to the end of Bellevue to ride the school bus to Boyce Elementary.  They will be catching the bus for
the next 18 years.  The traffic would pose a danger, and so would the presence of 40 dogs, many of whom
will be iden fied as needing rehabilita on, so close to where our children play.  There is no such thing as
an unbreachable fence. 

 
In such a low-lying area, wet conditions and winter weather make upkeep of Bellevue difficult

and costly.  We have been waiting for our driveway to be resurfaced since December 4th, but the
weather has not been in our favor.  Please note the presence of Roseville Run when you visit. 
 
We, the residents, must clear the road of snow ourselves.  Currently, two residents have
tractors with plows, but this winter both broke down, and repairs take time and are
costly.  To put a potential public safety hazard on a private road with no public
maintenance would create a dangerous situation.

Forty barking dogs at the facility would destroy the peace and quiet of our neighborhood.  The
noise of the traffic, especially pump and haul trucks and vehicles carrying barking dogs, would be
a constant disruption and a safety hazard to our sleepy, quiet private lane, which is 195 feet from
our front door.   

 We committed our life savings to our building home because we want our children to grow up in
a safe pastoral area, and because we plan to live here and contribute to this community for the
rest of our lives.  The fact that this inappropriate facility would reduce our property value by 10%
to 25% would unjustly threaten our family’s financial security.
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 Bellevue Lane is 195 feet from our front door.
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This picture was taken nine days a er the snow storm that delayed the public hearing on January

21st.  The frigid temperatures kept Bellevue covered in a dangerous sheet of ice and snow.   

 

We do not believe these culverts will withstand the constant trips by heavy pump and haul trucks.  Our
property is one that will be affected by any poten al flooding.  

Thank you for your  me,

Terry and Danielle Donohue

165 Bellevue Lane

Boyce, VA 

House and Bellevue (2).jpg
1 MB 

snow on Bellevue Jan 30 (2).jpg
2 MB 

culverts.JPG
2 MB 
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: Site Visit in connection with SUP application for Happy
Tails Development,LLC

To : Philip W Jones <Philip.Jones@gdit.com>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Site Visit in connection with SUP application for Happy Tails Development,LLC

Fri, Feb 28, 2014 03:30 PM

Dear Mr. Jones,

This is to acknowledge receipt of your comments, your invitation to review the private road
conditions on Bellevue Lane, and to view the site of the proposed Happy Tails special use from
your property.

The Board has not yet made a determination on how or when the Board members will conduct a
site visit.  However, I will add your offer to the information packet for the March 10 Work Session
and will contact you should the Board act to accept your invitation.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Philip W Jones" <Philip.Jones@gdit.com>
To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com, bjb1971@verizon.net, bevmckay@gmail.com,
amweiss@visuallink.com, jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov, dash@clarkecounty.gov,
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: "Phil Jones" <jonesphil@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:40:15 PM
Subject: Site Visit in connection with SUP application for Happy Tails Development,LLC

To the Clarke County Board of Supervisors,
 
I a ended the BoS mee ng last week regarding the applica on for a SUP for a commercial kennel from Happy Tails
Development, LLC. Toward the end of the mee ng there was discussion of poten al visits to the proposed site by
members of the Board.  As I verbally offered at the mee ng, I would welcome a visit to my adjoining property by
members of the Board either in conjunc on with their visit or at any  me that may be arranged.  I fully understand
that it would be helpful for the members to visit the proposed site and I contend that it would be equally a useful
for them to physically assess the poten al impacts to the proper es and Clarke County residents in the immediate

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=122278&t...

1 of 2 3/5/2014 3:13 PM

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 102 of 493



area.  Therefore I am extending an invita on to tour my property and will be happy to work with Ms. Walburn to
coordinate schedules.
 
Respec ully,
 
 
Philip W. Jones
Vice President
General Dynamics Informa on Technology

philip.jones@gdit.com
703 623‐9540
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From : David Ash <dash@clarkecounty.gov>

Subject : Re: 3 Dog Farm

To : Sara Lieser <slieser@chronofhorse.com>

Cc : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Clarke County dash@clarkecounty.gov

Re: 3 Dog Farm

Fri, Feb 28, 2014 03:20 PM

Dear Mrs. Lieser,

This is to acknowledge receipt of your comments and your invitation to review the private road
conditions on Bellevue Lane and to view the site of the proposed Happy Tails special use from
your property.

The Board has not yet made a determination on how or when the Board members will conduct a
site visit.  However, I will add your offer to the information packet for the March 10 Work Session
and will contact you should the Board act to accept your invitation.

David Ash

David Ash, County Administrator
101 Chalmers Court
Berryville, Virginia 22611

(540) 955-5100
(540) 955-5175 Fax
dash@clarkecounty.gov

From: "Sara Lieser" <slieser@chronofhorse.com>
To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com, bjb1971@verizon.net, bevmckay@gmail.com,
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov
Cc: amweiss@visuallink.com, jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov, dash@clarkecounty.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 6:48:30 PM
Subject: 3 Dog Farm

Dear Clarke County Supervisors,

Thank you so much for taking the time to listen to each and every person who spoke at the Feb.
18 public hearing regarding Gina Schaecher's SUP for 3 Dog Farm on Bellevue Lane in Boyce.

As residents of Bellevue Lane and Clarke County, my husband and I wanted to reiterate our
concerns over this parcel of land as a proposed site for a potential 40-dog kennel.

One of our most serious objections is the increased traffic along our dirt country lane, particularly
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the pump trucks hauling dog waste out. This road was designed and engineered for 4-5 families,
not commercial use. Between the 3 Dog Farm employees, large trucks and visitors coming to
drop off dogs, pick up dogs or visit potential dogs for adoption, the traffic will be increased
significantly. The property covenants require residents to share in the costs of road repair, which
would be an expensive proposition for those of us already living there as the road deteriorated
more quickly. It's also a road where we walk, ride and take our own dog on a regular basis—
something that will be far less appealing with the additional traffic.

The other worry is what this dog kennel does to our zoned agricultural property. While dogs,
despite being companion animals, have basically been lumped in with livestock in order to
accommodate many hound kennels for hunting, as we understand it, a dog kennel and rescue
isn't really in keeping with the intent of this agricultural easement. Farmland developed is
farmland lost forever, and once this property houses a large dog kennel, it will be difficult for it to
become anything else. If Ms. Schaecher decides to discontinue her operation, it would be
expensive to convert it to a residential property or some other type of agriculture. Clarke County
is stuck with an unneeded dog kennel on land that could be housing livestock or crops.

We were thrilled to hear that you're planning a site visit, as those photos presented at the public
hearing of the open fields and winding lane were perhaps the most convincing arguments of all.
We would welcome a visit by the whole Board or by individual members to assess the
appropriateness of the site on Bellevue Lane. Please come visit our adjoining property and
inspect Bellevue Lane. We would be happy to work with Lora on the logistics.

Take care,
Sara and Eric
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors, David Ash 
FROM:  Alison Teetor 
SUBJECT: Groundwater research 
DATE:  March 10, 2014 

 
For the March Board worksession, members have requested an update on the USGS real-time 
monitoring network, what has been completed in the past year and how and why is the data 
useful to the citizens of Clarke County.  Two presentations will be provided, the first by Wayne 
Webb, who will discuss the study entitled “Qualities of spring-waters of Clarke County where 
biosolid materials were applied as fertilizer to karst landscapes. “  The study was funded by 2 
grants, $4,000 from the Department of Environmental Quality and $12,000 from the 
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Fund.  No matching funds were required.  Water sampling was 
conducted and analyzed by the Friends of the Shenandoah River.  A copy of the report is 
attached without the appendices; a full copy is available upon request. 
 
The second presentation will be from Mark Bennett, Director, USGS Virginia Water Science 
Center who will discuss the current status and practical application of the Clarke County real-
time monitoring network, a summary of his report is attached. 
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Results of FOSR Biosolids study and Clarke Co ground water quality 
 
The results of the study document that most the nitrogen in karst streams is transported to the 
stream in ground water. The concentrations in spring water are about 2 to 10 mg/l. The other 
documentation was that the more fields, karst and biosolids application the higher the nitrogen 
concentration and lower E. coli counts. 
 
FOSR data from the streams in the County document a consistent long term increase in 
nitrogen concentration. If the trend in nitrate continues at the present rate ground water in 
extensive areas of County will contain nitrate concentrations above the drinking water limit of 
10mg/L within this century. 
 
--------------------- 
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Qualities of spring-waters of Clarke County where biosolid 
materials were applied as fertilizer to karst landscapes.  

 
2014 

Report No.  0001-2014      2nd Edition 
Friends of the Shenandoah River.   92  pp.  

  
 

Webb, W., R. Marzolf, K. Andersen, B. Sawyer, A. Teetor 
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Qualities of spring-waters of Clarke County where biosolid 
materials were applied as fertilizer to karst landscapes.  
Webb, W., R. Marzolf, K. Andersen, B. Sawyer, A. Teetor 
Report No. 0001-2014. Friends of the Shenandoah River 
 
 
 
Abstract 
 
 Here we examine the nitrogen and phosphorus yields of 10 springs in the 
karst areas of the northern Shenandoah Valley. We document the nutrient yield at 
base flow and report the yield differences from springs proximal to and distant from 
the application of biosolids applied as fertilizer to agricultural land. The objective 
was to gain perspective on the ground water contribution of nutrients to the spring 
creeks of the northern Shenandoah Valley.  Springs were selected to sample rather 
than wells because the water flowing from springs represents conditions from a 
larger area than most wells could represent, usually yield the youngest water in the 
aquifer, and comprise the water that is the source of flow in surface streams. 
 We observed as many parameters characterizing water qualities as time and 
resources could allow; thus sacrificing numbers of samples for possible effects on 
spring-water’s nutrient yields.  The results of these preliminary observations and 
comparisons suggest that the concentration of nutrients in the flow of individual 
springs did not vary with time, though there were differences among springs with 
different proximities to biosolids application and the fraction of the spring-
watershed underlain by karst.  
 
 
Introduction 
 
 In recent decades with the growth in population and the consequent 
intensification of agriculture, the increased production of waste products has 
emerged as a source of several troublesome issues.  The pollution of surface waters 
by nitrogen and phosphorus has led to eutrophication of freshwater lakes and 
reservoirs. With the transport of nutrients downstream, coastal estuaries such as 
Chesapeake Bay have been damaged severely to the extent that citizen concern has 
begun to call for corrective action that includes management activity in watersheds 
far inland.  Sewage treatment, i.e., composting and microbial decomposition of 
various manures result in the production of a residue called “sludge” or “biosolids.  
The application of biosolids from these digestive processes to agricultural lands as 
fertilizer has been a promising potential innovation. Biosolids are rich in organic 
matter and nutrients yielding potential soil building capabilities.  The downside risk 
of applying nutrients centers on its effects on water resources.  The central purpose 
of this study was to examine some of these effects in karst geological situations 
where the interaction of ground water and surface water underpins much of the 
hydrological complexity. 
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The Spout Run example 
 
 Spout Run is a type example of a karst watershed in Clarke County in the 
Shenandoah Valley.  Its drainage basin of 21.4 square miles is entirely karst 
(carbonate); with characteristic fracture zones, frequent sinks and springs and 
fewer surface streams than the adjacent less permeable metamorphic and 
siliciclastic formations.  Flow from springs is nearly a direct connection to the 
ground water; that is, ground water, emerging to the surface in spring flow, 
accounts for up to ca. 80% of the stream flow.  Precipitation infiltrates rapidly with 
only 2- 4% of rainfall appearing as runoff, and, depending on vegetation and season, 
up to 70% of rainfall is returned to the atmosphere by evapotranspiration.  The 
upshot of this hydrogeological configuration is that base flow is sustained and flood 
peaks are muted. The central purpose of the study was to examine the role of 
ground-water transport of nutrient constituents of biosolids when they were 
applied to lands near springs.  A general finding of the chemical analyses was that 
changes through time were minor in any one spring; while the differences were 
observed to be among the various springs.  Generally the nitrogen concentration 
was higher in spring flow from springs proximal to biosolid application areas. Total 
Kjeldahl nitrogen (organic), ammonia and nitrite concentrations were below the 
limit of detection.    
 
Methods 
 
Application of biosolids to the landscape. 
 
 The transport of nutrients from biosolids applied to the land is mediated by 
the infiltration flow of water to ground-water aquifers and, subsequently, to springs 
in karst areas.  Detailed description of such flow patterns are not understood.  Using 
GIS techniques the land area surrounding the springs of interest was represented by 
concentric circles of one, two, or three square miles per cfs with the spring at the 
center (see Appendices 3.41 – 3.123) 
 

 

Figure 1.  Example map of land uses 
in the springshed of one of the 
springs in this study.  Additional 
maps are shown in the appendices; 
A3.4 to A3.13 
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Descriptions of the parcels of land that received biosolid treatment were retrieved 
from the records of Clarke County’s permitting process (see appendix A3.3).  These 
data were used in GIS analyses of maps of the land uses in the Clarke County area of 
the Shenandoah Valley. 
 
 The lands that received biosolid amendment were chosen according to this 
permitting process and overlaid other land use categories. (See appendix A6.2) for 
criteria and for the rules that govern the application process.  This was not a precise 
manipulation in any experimental sense; furthermore, there could be no designed 
controls in the statistical sense. Thus, while we attempted to achieve a quantitative 
comparison of nutrient yield by measuring the land areas defined by a few 
independent variables, i.e., geology (karst or non-karst), biosolids application 
(applied or unapplied), vegetation, (forest or fields) and land use (urban or fields), 
unfortunately, the attempt was compromised by small sample sizes, uncertain 
independence of the measured variables, and heterogeneous permeability.  This is 
candidly an attempt to make use of available data to sort out the complexity of 
nutrient loading in this tributary setting.  Conclusions are preliminary. 
 
Field sampling methods 
 Each of ten springs was sampled 6 times between February and October in 
2013.  Spring locations are shown on Map 1. and sampling dates are indicated by      
vertical bars on the time axis of the Spout Run hydrograph in Fig 2 
 

 
Figure 2. Graph of sampling dates and flow of Spout Run. Samples were collected 

during periods of no overland flow. 
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Map1.  Map of the location of 10 springs measured this project Blandy well 
and Spout Run gage. Yellow over lay illustrates karst lands. Heavy 
red outlines are North Fork, South Fork and main stem 
Shenandoah River 

 
 Two of the study springs, a USGS observation well, and a USGS stream gage 
are located in the Spout Run drainage. The sampling dates were chosen to 

Blandy Well 

Spout Run gage 
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approximate a monthly frequency and a base flow hydrologic status.  Each spring 
was sampled six times at base flow over a seven-month period from February 25, 2 
2013 to October 28 2013.  The sampling sites are shown on Map 1. The sampling 
dates are plotted in figure 1 along with the flow of Spout Run (USGS 01636316 
SPOUT RUN AT RT 621 NEAR MILLWOOD, VA) to show that the samples were 
collected during periods of base flow.  Grab samples for chemical analysis of the 
springs’ waters were collected at the centroid of the spring as it emerged at the land 
surface before the formation of a channel or spring run. The objective was to 
minimize the effects of surficial or in-channel processes on the sample; that is, to 
attempt to focus the sample on the ground water emerging from the spring.  
Samples were iced immediately and analyses were performed with 24 hours. 
Temperature, oxygen and pH measurements were made in the field as parallel 
checks on the laboratory analyses. Discharge measurements, on the other hand, 
were made below the spring “boil” as soon as a definite channel-cross section was 
discernable and the flow cross-section was controlled.  
 The similarity between water level in the Blandy observation well (USGS 
390348078035501 46W175 well site) and flow at the Spout Run gage is evidence 
that the springs were responding to similar concurrent rainfall and recharge events.  
Water level in the Blandy observation well and the average of the flows of the 10 
springs are plotted in figure 3.  As the water level in the Blandy observation well 
rose the flow of the springs increased. 
 The rainfall amounts during the 7 and 14 day periods preceding the sampling 
days along with the flow of Spout run and the water level in Blandy observation well 
are in table 1.  

 
 
Figure 3. Blandy Well (USGS 390348078035501 
46W175) water level above 560 foot elevation versus 
the average flow of the project springs on the project 
sampling dates 
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Table 1.Rain fall amounts during the 7 and 14 day periods preceding the 

sampling days along with the flow of Spout Run and the water level 
in Blandy observation well  

 
 
 
Aquatic chemistry methods 
 
Nitrogen, phosphorus, oxygen, conductance, pH, and temperature 
 
 
 The measurements made include nitrogen (N as NO3, N02, and NH3) 
phosphorus (P as soluble reactive phosphate), conductivity, temperature, pH, 
dissolved oxygen, Escherichia coli, (E. coli) and turbidity.  Methods used to make 
these measurements are standard and described in the Standard Methods for the 
Examination of Water and Waste Water as used by the Friends of the Shenandoah 
River (FOSR) laboratory in an application for a segmented flow auto analyzer.  More 
detailed results of analyses are reported graphically below and the data that 
support them are presented in the Appendices. 
 
 
Coliform bacterial enumeration  
 
 
 Enumeration of E. coli was performed using the “COLISCAN “method to 
provide an index to pathogenic microbial contamination.   This is a health-related 
parameter to help determine the safety of the water for drinking and water contact 
recreation.  E. coli most probable number (mpn) are shown in in the Appendices A2.  
Montana Hall Spring was the only spring that never had an mpn above the drinking 
water standard of none. E. coli mpn changed substantially between samplings and 
between springs. E. coli mpn per 100ml ranged from 0 to 387 and for any individual 
spring the lowest count was less than 1/10 highest count. In only one case was the 
mpn above the Virginia level for water contact recreation. The mpn numbers were 
generally low but the highest counts were for springs with the lowest biosolids 
application and percent area in fields. 
 
 
Spring-flow methods 
 

25-Feb 22-Apr 24-Jun 29-Jul 16-Sep 28-Oct

16 20 27 17 12 25

20 26 18 14 11 12

0.37 1.26 2.36 1.6 0.06 0.10

0.05 0.78 0.41 1.44 0.01 0.00

2.35 2.97 3.22 2.88 1.60 1.94

4.87 5.27 7.6 5.74 3.33 4.6Blandy well water level above 560  ft

Spout Run flow (cfs)

prior 14 day rain inches
prior 7 day rain inches

average of spring flows

Spout Run  historic median for day

sampling date
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  Flow of the springs was measured so that the yield of nitrogen and 
phosphorus could be calculated. Flow and nitrate yield of the springs are shown in 
tables A2.311, and A2.312 in Appendix A2 The Flow ranged from 0.04 to 11.7 cubic 
feet per second (cfs) between springs and for any individual spring the lowest flow 
was less than half and often only 1/3 the highest observed flow. The yield of the 
springs was directly related to the flow because the nitrate concentration was 
almost constant.  
 
 

Summary of results: conclusions 
 
Nitrogen 
 
  Nitrogen in its bioavailable forms is of interest since it is one of the 3 
constituents that the Chesapeake Bay TMDL is working to have controlled to 
improve the Bay quality and when ammonia and nitrate concentrations exceed 
certain limits they can be detrimental. However these limits were only exceeded in 
this study in the nitrate concentrations in the Montana Hall spring that averaged 
10.9 mg/L. The drinking water standard is less than 10 mg/L.   
 
 Generally the nitrogen concentration is higher in spring flow from springs 
near biosolids application areas. Nitrogen data are in appendices A2. Nitrate 
concentration is higher in springs with a higher percent of the springshed covered 
by fields. Nitrate concentration is also higher in springs with a higher percent of 
karst springshed. Because biosolids are applied on fields, most the fields in the 
springsheds are on karst lands and adjoining fields may have had other nitrogen 
fertilizer applied it is not clear that application of biosolids is the sole reason for 
elevated nitrate concentrations. Total Kjeldahl nitrogen (organic), ammonia and 
nitrite concentrations were below the limit of detection. 
 
Phosphorus 
 
 Phosphorus is of interest since it is one of the 3 constituents that the 
Chesapeake Bay TMDL is working to have controlled to improve the Bay quality 
Total phosphorus and ortho phosphorus data are shown in the Appendices A2. Total 
phosphorus and ortho-phosphorus concentrations were usually below the reporting 
limits of 0.05 and 0.01 mg/L . Total phosphorus was not measured in the samples 
collected on September 16 and on October 28, 2013. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dissolved Oxygen 
 
 Dissolved oxygen and it’s percent saturation are shown in Tables 4a and 4b.    
Dissolved oxygen concentrations are an indication of the dissolved organic matter 
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condition of the springshed ground water and in the interpretation of reduced 
nitrogen compounds such as nitrite and ammonia.   Oxygen concentrations less than 
1 mg/L would indicate organic the presence of organic carbon and bacterial 
decomposers.  The substantial oxygen concentrations measured in this study 
indicate little organic contamination and nitrogen should be, as it is, in the form of 
nitrate. Dissolved oxygen and percent saturation of dissolved oxygen are shown in 
tables Appendix 2. These measurements were similar from one sampling date to the 
next with 2 exceptions. The measurements of dissolved oxygen on October 28 at all 
10 springs were the highest observed during the study with one exception, Yager 
Spring on February 25. The situation at Yager spring on that occasion was 
comprised of (1) an algal bloom in the spring pond, (2) a bright sunny day, (3) a 
sampling time late in the day and (4) a measurement made at the pond outflow; …a 
“perfect storm” for photosynthetic oxygen production. The dissolved oxygen in the 
springs’ water was always lower than 100% saturation and relatively consistent 
from one sampling time to the next generally about 2/3 saturation. 
 
Specific Conductance 
 
 Specific conductance in the absence of contamination indicates the solubility 
of the aquifer. Specific conductance results are shown in appendices A2. Specific 
conductance measurements changed little from one sampling time to the next. The 
specific conductance measurements are typical of the bicarbonate water in 
limestone aquifers.  The specific conductance of Yager spring is a little less than half 
of that of the other springs suggesting that this spring may be receiving some or all 
of its groundwater flow from other than carbonate rocks.  
 
Water Temperature  
  
 The temperature of the spring water is about the long term average air 
temperature of the study area. The fact that the temperature is near the long-term 
environmental temperature indicates that the source of the water is not from 
extremely deep circulation patterns and is another clue that we are measuring 
recent local water inputs. The temperature of the spring water was relatively 
constant with all measurements for any spring within a 2 degree Celsius range and 
all the temperature measurement between 11.3 and 13.8 degrees Celsius. 
Temperature measurements are shown in appendices A2 
 
pH 
 
 Measurements of pH are shown in table 7. pH values were almost constant 
and very close between springs ranging from 7.0 to 7.7 (excluding the Yager spring 
measurement  on 2/25). For any specific spring the pH measurements ranged less 
than 0.2 pH units. 
 

Summary of results: implications N and E. coli 
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 Nitrate-N concentration and mpn of E. coli per 100ml are the measurements 
that were different among springs. The discussion that follows examines the 
relation of these measurements to land use and geology. 
 
 The springs all yielded water with concentrations of nitrate nitrogen that is 
similar to the concentrations observed in nearby streams that originate in the karst 
areas of the Shenandoah Valley.   Most of the flow in the karst streams is ground 
water and much of that flow issues from springs (Nelms and Moberg. 2010).  It 
follows that the source of a substantial amount of the nitrate transported by the 
karst streams originates in the ground water. The nitrate concentration in Spout 
Run and other karst streams decreases with increasing stream flow (Figure 4.)  
Decreasing concentrations of a dissolved constituent such as nitrate with increasing 
stream flow is typical if the source is a point source. The sewage treatment plant for 
the town of Boyce is the only point source in the Spout Run drainage. Thus the 
decreasing concentrations in the other streams and the constant concentration from 
the springs is evidence that much of the nitrate in the streams is from ground water.  
 
 

 
 
 
Figure 4. Nitrate concentrations in Spout Run near the gage versus stream flow 

for the period 2002 to 2012 
 
The nitrate-N concentrations are higher in the springs near biosolids application 
areas. Land use data in the Appendices tables A3.11, A3.12 A3.13 list various land 
use types near the springs. Stream flow records show that the long-term average 
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stream flow in the Shenandoah River is about 1 cubic foot per second per square 
mile of drainage area. For each spring the land use was measured for 1, 2 and 3 
square mile area for approximately each cfs of spring flow with the spring at the 
center of the area. Figure 5 is a plot of the rate of biosolids application in the 
springsheds and the spring average nitrate concentration. Figure 5 indicates that 
springs with the highest average nitrate concentration have the highest rate of 
biosolids application within the springshed over the period of biosolids record of 
application (2000 to Sept. 2013).  When the nitrate concentration is compared to 
the rate of biosolids application since January 2010 however there appears to be no 
relation between application rate and nitrate concentration. The lack of a relation 
maybe because there were no applications in 2013 and no applications at all in two 
of the springsheds permitted for application. The disparity between the short term 
and long term effect of biosolids application on nitrate concentrations suggests that 
if there is an effect it is long term. 
 

 
 
Figure 5. average nitrate concentration compared to biosolids application rate 
within the springshed.  
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Table 2. Biosolids application rate by date and springshed including spring average 
nitrate concentration 
 
A map2 that shows some of the areas that contribute to McKay spring is reproduced 
in Map 2.  This map was developed as part of a dye tracing study that included 
McKay spring.   An area, if the circle were complete, of about 9 square miles is super 
imposed on that map. As shown on the map the areas that contribute to a spring in a 
karst area are difficult to define and are not necessarily the topographic areas that 
appear to be tributary to a spring. The blue lines in Map 2 connect McKay spring 
with sink holes from which dye appeared in McKay spring.  The land uses listed for 
the measured springs can be considered a first cut approximation of the land uses 
that contribute to the quality of the spring water.  

  spring BIOSOLIDS APPLIED AVERAGE        

  
shed  

  
Wet tons 

/sq mi   NITRATE 
  

  

  
area sq 

mi 
pre 

2010 
post 2010 total 

mg/L       

FHS 2.8 2078 1960 4038 6.8  Federal Hill Spring 
CHS 17.6 1596 126 1721 3.5  Carter Hall Spring  
MHS 0.4 14523 0 14523 10.9  Montana Hall Spring 
CS 2.8 1087 0 1087 5.2  Clifton Farm Spring  
LMS 6.3 316 756 1072 2.9  Lockes Mill Spring 
SCS 6.3 1459 477 1936 2.1  Salem Church Spring 
TBS 2.8 0 0 0 3.5  Toms Brook Spring 
YS 30.7 0 0 0 1.7  Yager Spring 
FS 9.1 0 0 0 3.0  Fadeley Spring 

MS 9.1 0 0 0 2.6  McKay Spring  
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 The original intent of the study design was to sample springs in karst land 
only.   We were unable to achieve that distribution and maintain the sampling scale 
comparable to the scale of biosolid application.  Salem Church Spring and McKay 
Spring are both near the edge of the karst area and are no more than 10 to 40 % 
karst. Fadeley and Toms Brook Spring are about 2/3 karst.   The fact that the 
contributing area was not entirely karst added a new dimension to the study.  
 Plotting nitrate concentrations versus “% of contributing area in fields 
(Figure 6), “% of contributing area that is karst” (Figure 7), and “% of contributing 
area that is permitted for biosolids application”(figure 8)  shows that for this 
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sampling set nitrate concentrations are generally higher in springs that have a 
larger fraction of their contributing area in fields. Nitrate concentrations are 
generally higher in springs that have a larger fraction of karst area in their 
contributing area. Nitrate concentrations are generally higher in springs that have a 
larger fraction of area permitted for biosolids application in their contributing area. 
 

 
 
Figure 6. Average observed nitrate concentration in spring water compared to the % 
of springshed that is covered in fields 
 

 
Figure 7. Average observed nitrate concentration in spring water compared to the % 
of springshed that is karst. 
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Figure 8. Average observed nitrate concentration in spring water compared to the % 
of springshed that had biosolids applied 
 

        Fecal coliform counts changed at each site during the study. The median 
E. coli densities decreased with increasing % of area with biosolids application, 
(Figure 9), % of area in fields(Figure 10), % of area karst(figure 11), The E. coli 
densities results are puzzling. 
 

 
Figure 9. Median E. coli mpn in spring water compared to the % of springshed that 
had biosolids applied 
 

0.0

2.0

4.0

6.0

8.0

10.0

12.0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

N
it

ra
te

  m
g

/
L

 a
s 

N
 

% of springshed where biosolids were applied. 

NO3 as N y  vs % of springshed with biosolids applied x 

3  NO3 y  % of area biosolids applied x

1.0

10.0

100.0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

M
e

d
ia

n
 E

. c
o

li
  M

P
N

 /
1

0
0

m
l 

% of springshed where biosolids were applied. 

 Median E. coli y  vs  % of springshed biosolids applied x 

3 Median Ecoli y  % of area biosolids applied x

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 125 of 493



  
Page 15 

 

  

 
 
Figure 10. Median E. coli mpn in spring water compared to the % of springshed that 
is covered in fields 
 

 

Figure 11. Median E. coli mpn in spring water compared to the % of springshed that 
is karst 
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Recent biosolids application have been on pasture land.  In this study pasture land, 
un-grazed meadow and tilled land were measured as fields. In the Shenandoah 
Valley fields are most often on karst land. The relations between nitrate and land 
use, and E. coli and land use are similar in each of the three land uses. Thus 
increased nitrate or decreased E. coli densities cannot be ascribed solely to the 
application of biosolids.  
 Based on this admittedly small and preliminary study there are nitrate 
concentrations in the ground water of the Shenandoah Valley that range from 2 to 
10 mg/L Because the water in the streams in the karst area of the Valley is mostly 
ground water then the nitrates in the stream are also transported to the streams by 
ground water.  
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USGS/Clarke County cooperative project 

The two real-time wells currently operating in the county, wells 46W175 (Blandy Farm) and 48X 20 

(Rockwood Ridge), both have a statistically significant period of record (over 10 years of data). These 

real-time data can now be used to assess current groundwater conditions and to anticipate potential 

conditions during the seasonal lows that occur in the summer and early fall months in the Great Valley 

and Blue Ridge. The streamflow gages 01616100 Dry Marsh Run near Berryville, VA and 01636316 Spout 

Run at Rt 621 near Millwood, VA have reached a statistically significant period of record in terms of 

streamflow and have 7 years of record for the water-quality parameters— specific conductance and 

water temperature. Similar to the observation wells, a comparison of the real-time data to the statistical 

distribution of streamflows will aid in assessing current hydrologic conditions. In addition, spring 

discharges to these streams is the dominant component of flow and the streamflow record acts as a 

surrogate of current conditions for spring discharges. New techniques developed by the USGS Virginia 

Water Science Center may prove useful in assigning the probability of expected streamflows and 

possibly groundwater levels during the seasonal lows based on measured streamflows and water levels 

during the peak recharge months. 

The water quality record has proven to be invaluable in understanding the source of water in streams 

during peak and base flows. Often times, the streamflow peaks are dominated by groundwater 

discharge and have only a small contribution of runoff. The knowledge gained form this type of data 

collection and analysis has proven to be a valuable asset to on-going investigations being conducted in 

the county and in the Shenandoah Valley. 

The application of annual hydrograph separation techniques to these streamflow data continue to show 

that groundwater is the dominant source for water in streams and that there is a close relation between 

annual precipitation and groundwater recharge. These techniques continue to illustrate that relation 

between precipitation and recharge is highly dependent upon the timing and type of precipitation. 

Continued streamflow monitoring can aid in determining the impacts of development in the future. 

Generally as development progresses the amount of impermeable surface increases, which in turn can 

diminish the amount of groundwater recharge and the percentage of mean streamflow from 

groundwater. 

The use of data collected as part of the on-going water-resources monitoring network is not limited to 

assessing current conditions and water-budget components, but can be used in understanding the 

timing of land applications and the concentrations and type of contaminants that might occur in the 

subsurface and within the streams. The potential of introducing certain undesirable water-quality 

constituents into the groundwater system is related to the timing of the application. Land applications 

during the peak recharge period (January to April) may need to have a reduced frequency and/or 

amounts to minimize impact on the groundwater resources. Analysis of groundwater and streamflow 

hydrographs and hydrograph separation indicate that groundwater recharge is almost negligible during 

the late spring to early fall months. Land applications during this time period may have a minimal impact 

on the groundwater resources. 
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County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 
 

www.clarkecounty.gov 101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA  22611 

Telephone: [540] 955-5175 

 

March 10, 2014 
 
 
Pamela. A. Schenian 
Virginia Department of Historic Resources 
Tidewater Regional Preservation Office 
14415 Old Courthouse Way, Second Floor 
Newport News, VA 23608 
 
Re:  Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal “Rescue Phase 2: Roofing/Window 

Work to Land Office and Smokehouse at Greenway Court” 
 
Dear Ms. Schenian,  
 
On behalf of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors, I strongly support the proposed 
CLG grant application to fund the Roofing/Window Work to Land Office and 
Smokehouse at Greenway Court. 
 
For the past seven years, Clarke County has worked tirelessly to ensure that the 
outbuildings at Greenway Court are stabilized. The Board of Supervisors and the 
Easement Authority have both donated funds for this effort as well as applied for 
numerous national and state grants. In addition, the community has stepped forward 
and given more than $70,000 in donations to this endeavor.  We all know that this is a 
hugely significant historic site. We have worked in partnership with the Virginia 
Department of Historic Resources to complete much of the work. We are so close to 
realizing the goal of stabilization and if the roofs on these two buildings and the window 
repair are not completed soon, the buildings are still under threat of structural decay.   
 
Subject to the formal approval of the FY15 budget the Board of Supervisors will agree 
to provide in kind staff time and $2,850 cash, to complete this project.  In addition, an 
organization formed to support the stabilization effort, Friends of Greenway Court, have 
agreed to contribute $12,000.  We are hopeful that this grant application will be fully 
funded in order to ensure the preservation of these buildings. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
J. Michael Hobert, Chair 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
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David L. Ash 
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www.clarkecounty.gov 101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA  22611 

Telephone: [540] 955-5175 

 

March 10, 2014 
 
 
Pamela. A. Schenian 
Virginia Department of Historic Resources 
Tidewater Regional Preservation Office 
14415 Old Courthouse Way, Second Floor 
Newport News, VA 23608 
 
Re:  Letter of Support 2014 CLG Grant Proposal Josephine City Nomination 
 
Dear Ms. Schenian,  
 
On behalf of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors, I strongly support the proposed 
CLG grant application to fund the Josephine City Historic District National Register 
Nomination. 
 
This grant application addresses the completion of a National Register Nomination 
Form for the Josephine City Historic District, an African-American community located in 
the Town of Berryville in Clarke County Virginia.  
 
An architectural survey and Preliminary Information Form (PIF) for a proposed 
Josephine City Historic District was funded as part of a CLG (2012/2013) grant to 
Clarke County and the district was found to be potentially eligible for listing in the 
National Register. A 2013/2014 CLG application by the county was not awarded so we 
are again asking for this very important project to be funded.    
 
Subject to the formal approval of the FY15 budget the Board of Supervisors will agree 
to provide $1,150 cash in matching funds, as well as in kind staff time to complete this 
project.  We are hopeful that this year’s application will be funded in order to complete 
this nomination.   
 
Sincerely,  

 
 

J. Michael Hobert, Chair 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS – FIRE & EMS WORKGROUP REPORT 
 
1. Hire Director for Fire, EMS, and Emergency Operations  
 
WORKGROUP RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Create a position in the County for a Director with responsibility for overall coordination of the 
Fire and EMS System and Emergency Operations, authority over administrative functions of the 
system, and management of the CCEMS staff.  Codify the position through local ordinance 
outlining specific responsibilities and expectations.   
 
This is the Workgroup’s most important recommendation for service improvement and support 
of the volunteer system and is fully supported by the Volunteer Fire Chiefs.  The Workgroup 
suggests that the Board ensure that the Volunteer Fire Chiefs are part of the process to define the 
role and authorities for this position and that the position is announced widely to ensure a good 
selection of candidates.  The Workgroup also cites this recommendation as a best practice 
identified by the Virginia Fire Services Board. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION STEPS  
 Adopt a job description for the position (see attached draft job description). 
 Agree on the term of employment (see Hiring Options 1 and 2 below). 
 Adopt an ordinance to establish a “Department of Fire, EMS, and Emergency 

Management.”  Ordinance would codify the department’s functions and the duties and 
responsibilities of the director.  Ordinance development can be coordinated with 
development of ordinance language for the Commission (see below).  See sample 
ordinance from Campbell County. 

 Advertise to fill the position.  Form a selection committee to review applications and 
interview candidates. 

 Estimated completion time – 90-120 days. 
 
HIRING OPTIONS 
 
OPTION 1 – Hire a Director on a temporary part-time basis for a two-year period.  
 
Under this option, the County would select a temporary Director to serve for a two-year period.  
This approach would enable the Director to focus on prioritized implementation projects with 
specific deliverables to be achieved during the two-year period (e.g., fee for service, strategic 
plan development, recruitment/retention program, grant writing, refining data collection).  There 
would also be less pressure on a temporary Director to establish a Department, enabling the 
candidate to concentrate on completing implementation projects.  This option should also attract 
experienced candidates that are retired or retiring and are not interested (or not able due to 
retirement rules) in a full-time position.  If this option is chosen, Staff recommends advertising 
the position on a part-time basis to encourage applications from retired candidates.  Part-time 
employment would also save on the cost of benefits in the near term, deferring them for at least 
two years to allow cost recovery and grant funding to be implemented. 
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Pros  
 Potentially reaches the broadest pool of candidates, in particular experienced fire/EMS 

officials that may be retired or retiring and are looking for part-time, project based work. 
 Candidates that are currently retired under the Virginia Retirement System (VRS) would 

be able to serve as temporary part-time Director without sacrificing VRS benefits. 
 Allows the scope of duties to be evaluated before selecting a permanent full-time 

Director. 
 Allows the selected candidate to be evaluated over the two-year period for retention as a 

permanent Director. 
 
Cons 
 May exclude candidates that are specifically interested in a permanent full-time position. 
 Some potential candidates living outside of the region may not be willing to relocate for a 

temporary part-time position.  
 Does not guarantee that the temporary Director would become the permanent Director in 

two years – continuity of staffing may be an issue. 
 
OPTION 2 – Hire a Director on a permanent full-time or part-time basis. 
 
Under this option, the County would hire the Director as a permanent position either on a full-
time or part-time basis depending on available funding.  This approach would enable a candidate 
to be selected for the long-term to begin work on implementation projects and establish the 
Department and its procedures simultaneously.  If this option is chosen, Staff recommends that 
the position be advertised as full-time with benefits if funding is available.  If funding is not 
available, Staff recommends the position be advertised as part-time with the potential to be 
expanded to a full-time position. 
 
Pros 
 Establishes staffing continuity from the onset as compared to the temporary director 

option.  Permanent director could work immediately to establish long-term working 
relationships with the volunteer companies and the Commission. 

 Would be attractive to candidates looking for a permanent position. 
 
Cons 
 May limit the County’s option to expand the Director’s role into a chief role in the near 

future if there is a need and the current Director does not have the expertise. 
 Retired potential candidates may not be able to apply due to retirement regulations. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the following action steps: 
 Authorize the County Administrator to finalize the job description and advertisement for 

a temporary part-time Director (Option 1) and to devise a selection process with the goal 
of having a Director on staff by July 1, 2014.  Ensure that the selection process involves 
the volunteer fire chiefs. 
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 Direct Staff to draft ordinance language to establish a “Department of Fire, EMS, and 
Emergency Management,” containing the responsibilities of the Director position, for 
presentation to the Board at the April 15 meeting to set public hearing in May. 

 Direct the County Administrator and Joint Administrative Services Director to establish 
an estimated budget for the Director position and Department for inclusion in the FY14-
15 budget. 

 
 
2. Establish Fire & EMS Commission 
 
WORKGROUP RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Appoint a Fire & EMS Commission to provide oversight on the Fire and EMS systems in the 
County; to oversee the strategic plan and any subsequent changes; and to provide mechanism for 
collaboration and coordination on issues impacting fire, EMS, and emergency management 
services with the Director, the County Sheriff, volunteer companies, and the Board of 
Supervisors.   
 
This is one of the Workgroup’s highest priority recommendations and the Workgroup also cites 
establishment of a “Fire and Rescue Oversight Committee to provide recommendations to the 
Chief/Director to improve overall service delivery” as one of the Virginia Fire Services Board’s 
recommended best practices.  The Workgroup notes that the Commission would operate as a 
high-level strategic planning and advisory board that would not manage day-to-day activities.  
During the Workgroup’s deliberations, it was noted that the one of the volunteer chiefs’ greatest 
concerns was difficulty in implementing recommendations developed by the Volunteer 
Association.  One of the Commission’s primary roles would be to pursue implementation of 
these and other recommendations.  The Commission is not intended to be a body that would 
duplicate or replace the functions of the Volunteer Association. 
 
The Commission would work in tandem with the Director and notes that the Commission’s full 
potential cannot be reached without a Director to implement their recommendations.  The 
Workgroup recommends creating the Commission through County ordinance adoption and also 
recommends the following charges: 
 
 Develop and maintain a Fire & EMS Strategic Plan. 
 Annually review and revise the Emergency Operations Plan (EOP). 
 Review and advise on implementation strategies for policy and protocol changes for Fire 

& EMS operations. 
 Provide platform for resolving policy and protocol disputes among the companies, the 

career staff, and/or with the emergency communications center. 
 Review and provide recommendations on budgetary matters including recommending the 

use of funding agreements. 
 Evaluate compliance with established performance objectives and develop 

recommendations to address deficiencies. 
 Develop, implement, promote, and participate in annual emergency preparedness 

exercises. 
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The Workgroup recommends that the Commission be composed of the three volunteer fire 
chiefs, the Sheriff, a Board of Supervisors member, and two citizens at large for a total of seven 
(7) voting members.  Non-voting members would include the Director, County Administrator, 
911 Coordinator, Town of Berryville Police Chief, and the Operational Medical Director. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION STEPS 
 Agree on the specific charges for the Commission, the voting membership/member 

terms, and the non-voting membership (see Membership Composition Options below). 
 Adopt an ordinance to create the “Fire & EMS Commission.”  Ordinance would codify 

the Commission’s responsibilities, membership composition, and relation to the Director 
and proposed Department.  Ordinance development can be coordinated with development 
of ordinance language for the Director position.  See sample ordinance from Campbell 
County. 

 Following ordinance adoption, appoint members and schedule initial meeting. 
 Estimated completion time – 90 days. 
 
MEMBERSHIP COMPOSITION OPTIONS 
 
WORKGROUP RECOMMENDATION – 7 voting members including the three volunteer 
company chiefs, the Sheriff, BOS member, and two citizens at large. 
 
Pros 
 Membership would include the leaders of all three volunteer companies along with the 

Sheriff and BOS member – ideally enabling discussions that would involve all the key 
decision-makers and achieving solid buy-in on implementation recommendations.  

 Two citizens at large would provide significant representation of the system’s users. 
 
Cons 
 Potential for divided debate among the volunteer companies. 
 Potential for uneven discussion of fire and EMS issues. 
 Seven member body may have greater potential to get “bogged down” in debate as 

compared to a smaller membership.   
 
ALTERNATE STAFF RECOMMENDATION – 5 voting members plus 2 alternate members.  
Voting members would include two representatives from the Volunteer Association (one 
representing Fire interests and the other representing EMS interests), the Sheriff, BOS member, 
and one citizen at large.  The two alternate members would be a third appointee from the 
Volunteer Association and one citizen at large. 
 
Pros 
 Volunteer Association representation would be based on one member representing Fire 

interests and the other representing EMS interests instead of each member representing 
their company’s interests.  Could help to facilitate the Volunteer Association forwarding 
more recommendations that benefit the system as a whole.  This approach would not 
preclude the Association appointing chiefs to this role but would not make this a 
requirement.  Ideally, the most experience fire-side volunteer and the most experienced 
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EMS-side volunteer would be appointed to serve.  Would promote balanced discussion of 
both issues. 

 Smaller voting membership could provide for more effective progress on action items 
versus a larger membership. 

 The use of alternates would allow the membership to remain small but have the safety net 
of experienced, involved members attending all of the meetings. 

 
Cons 
 Approach of not having a voting member from each volunteer company is predicated on 

the companies being able to reach consensus on issues at the Volunteer Association level.  
If this does not work, the company or companies without a vote could feel 
disenfranchised from the Commission. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the following action steps: 
 Reach consensus on the appropriate membership composition to use.  Staff can support 

the Workgroup’s recommendation but also recommends the Board consider the benefits 
of the alternative membership approach. 

 Reach consensus on the Commission’s responsibilities.  Staff supports the list of 
responsibilities recommended by the Workgroup. 

 Direct Staff to draft ordinance language to establish a “Fire and EMS Commission,” 
containing the Commission’s responsibilities and membership composition/terms, for 
presentation to the Board at the April 15 meeting to set public hearing in May. 

 Direct the County Administrator and Joint Administrative Services Director to establish 
an administrative budget for the Commission for inclusion in the FY14-15 budget. 

 Following adoption of the ordinance, make appointments to the Commission and 
schedule a kickoff meeting within 30 days (target June 2014). 

 
 
3. Implement a Fee for Service Program 
 
WORKGROUP RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY 
Implement a fee-for-service program to collect fees for EMS services.  Use the revenue to hire 
an outside company for fee collection and to hire a part-time person to process data for 
submission to the fee collection company.  Alternatively, assign data submission activities to 
current staff.  It is estimated that this will take daily management by one staff member one day 
per week.   
 
This is one of the Workgroup’s highest priority recommendations.  The Workgroup cites 
implementation of a cost-recovery program as one of the Virginia Fire Services Board’s 
recommended best practices.  The Workgroup indicates that the County could expect a fee-for-
service program to net in excess of $300,000 after the cost of a billing contract.  This figure was 
derived from Warren County’s fee-for-service numbers extrapolated based upon Clarke County’s 
EMS call volume. 
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IMPLEMENTATION STEPS 
 Issue a request for proposals (RFP) to hire a consulting firm to perform the following 

functions towards program start-up: 
o Evaluate the Workgroup’s recommendations and available EMS data to verify the 

anticipated amount of revenue to be generated annually by a fee-for-service 
program. 

o Provide scenarios to project low, medium, and high estimates for annual 
collection based on typical varying factors (e.g., call volume variations, industry 
standard rates of non-payment). 

o Provide one or more models for billing and collections including cost estimates 
for each model.  Models should include the impact of using standard and soft 
billing approaches and should also evaluate use of in-house staff, outside billing 
companies, and combinations of both. 

o Identify any additional requirements/responsibilities that the County may have to 
assume when fee-for-service is implemented, including potential hidden costs and 
implementation delays. 

 Following receipt of consulting firm’s evaluation report, select and implement the 
approach that best addresses the County’s needs.  If a Director is hired within the time 
frame recommended above, the Director should evaluate the report and provide a 
recommended action plan. 

 Estimated completion time – 150-180 days.  RFP development, issuance, and consultant 
selection process should take approximately 90 days.  Consultant to begin work within 30 
days with deliverables expected within 45-60 days. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the following action steps: 
 Authorize the County Administrator to develop and issue an RFP to hire a fee-for-

service consultant with an initial budget of $10,000 for consultant services. 
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Director of Fire, Emergency Medical Services (EMS), and Emergency Operations 

1 

 
General Definition of Work 
 

Performs difficult professional work directing and coordinating all County fire, emergency medical 
services (EMS), and emergency management programs and activities, and related work as 
apparent or assigned.  Work involves setting goals and implementing policies under the direction of 
the County Administrator.   

 
Qualification Requirements 
 

To perform this job successfully, an individual must be able to perform each essential function 
satisfactorily.  The requirements listed below are representative of the knowledge, skill and/or ability 
required.   

 
Essential Functions 
 
Reporting and Working Relationships: 
 
This position reports to the County Administrator.  This position will provide staff support to the Fire and 
EMS commission.  This position also works cooperatively with all entities in the Fire and EMS system, to 
include, but not limited to, the Clarke County Fire and Rescue Association, Volunteer Fire Chiefs, 
Operational Medical Director, Board of Supervisors, Emergency Communications Center. 
 
Strategic Planning and Management:  
 
-- Manage the day-to-day operations of the Department of Fire, EMS, and Emergency 
 Management including supervision of staff and oversight of the department’s budget. 
 
--  Establish a 10-yr Strategic Plan including a mission, vision and measurable annual goals with 
 reports yearly to the Board of Supervisors (BOS). Responsible for the maintenance of the 
 Strategic Plan by oversight of goals and redefining as required.  
 
-- Ensure compliance with state and federal regulations and codify county responsibilities and 
 authorities related to Fire and EMS services.   Prepare a “risk-benefit” analysis for the adoption 
 of the Virginia Fire Prevention Code and develop a cost-effective method of enforcement/ 
 incentives.  
 
-- Develop and monitor County Performance Metrics in collaboration with Volunteer Fire Chiefs.  
 Establish reporting needs to monitor system performance and work with Dispatch and the 
 Volunteer Companies to generate appropriate and timely reporting.  
 
-- Provide for continuous review of County performance following an initial review of protocols to 
 identify issues that need to be addressed 

 Regular review of protocols to address needed efficiencies or effectiveness 

 Quarterly review of quality of service by critiquing fire and EMS calls and EMD 
 procedures and dialogue.  
 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 137 of 493



Clarke County, Virginia    FLSA Status: Exempt 

Revision Date n/a Grade Level: 27 

Director of Fire, Emergency Medical Services (EMS), and Emergency Operations 

2 

-- Provide a focal point and review process for all EMS or Fire Complaints 
 

-- Report regularly to the County Administrator and BOS on the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
 Fire and EMS system, including progress toward long-range goals, performance against 
 established metrics, budget and equipment needs, etc . 
 
Service Provision: 
 
-- With the concurrence of the volunteer fire chiefs, Sheriff, and 911 Coordinator, ensures that 
 system protocols are evaluated and improved on a regular basis to ensure efficient and 
 effective provision of service.   

 Protocols are up-to-date and workable in the County’s Dispatch system 

 Protocols are efficient and effective at providing citizen service 

 Protocols appropriately integrate volunteer and career resources 

 EMD protocols are efficient and effective for providing pre-care support. 
  
-- Consider alternative service provision, in coordination with Volunteer Fire Chiefs when system 
 performance is lagging. 

 Consider alternatives to dispatch, duty crews, first due areas.  
 

-- Work with the volunteer companies, career staff, and dispatch to develop quality assurance 
 programs for fire and EMS services, including EMD services.  
 
-- Establish regular run reviews for multi-company Fire and EMS calls to build cross-company 
 operational capacity and to evaluate tactics, training levels and operational procedures.  
 
-- Be the point of contact with the Sheriff’s Office and Dispatch for all issues pertaining to the 
 Career or Volunteer Staff.  
 
-- Provide leadership and support for structure fires or EMS incidents when needed.  

 For major fire incidents, have the skills, training, and authority to assume the role 
 Incident Commander when insufficient skills or personnel are available for structure 
 fires.  

 For EMS calls, have the skills,  training and authority to assume incident command, 
 only for major incidents, or when staff present is clearly unable to provide needed 
 services.   

 
Administration: 
 
-- With the BOS and the County Administrator, develop and monitor Volunteer Company 
 Agreements to ensure that county dollars are being used wisely and by companies that are 
 administratively sound.  
 
-- Prepare a yearly report to the County Administrator and the Board of Supervisors on the 
 standard of Fire and EMS care in the county and metrics of performance. 
 
- Develop and manage Mutual Aid Agreements with surrounding jurisdictions and to keep those 
 updated and on file in the Office of the Fire and EMS Director. 
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-- Work with Fire and Rescue Association (or similar existing organization):  

 To build career/volunteer integration and cooperation 

 To consider consolidated equipment purchase for cost savings 

 Support efforts to announce and provide for cross-company basic training programs 

 Provide for cross-company joint training, especially for business or major disasters 

 Establish minimum training standards for all county operations 

 Work to establish county-wide Quality Improvement (QI) and Quality Assurance (QA) 
 programs. 

 
-- Ensure regular audits of county funds given to volunteer companies.  
 
-- Centralize Grant Writing to support career staff and volunteer companies 
 
 
Personnel Management:  
 
-- Provide for Career Management/Supervision to Include: 

 Direct supervision of the Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Manager.  The day-to-
 day operations and scheduling of EMS staff is the responsibility of the EMS Manager. 

 Reviewing, amending and enacting policies for the Clarke County Emergency Medical 
 Services Staff. 

 Establishing performance standards and providing yearly review of performance. 

 Establishing community outreach and service initiatives for in-between call times. 

 Working with Company 1 leadership to identify service to the host company. 

 Ensuring that certifications are up-to-date. 

 Providing regular training for all FT staff to keep the staff up-to-date and preparing for 
 the future. 

 Reviewing QI/QA initiatives and reporting. 

 Reviewing and adjusting staff scheduling to ensure the most efficient use of county 
 dollars. 

 Reviewing pay schedule to ensure competitive status for new hires/retention. 

 Reviewing options for Law Enforcement Officer Supplements. 

 Providing a review mechanism for all complaints. 

 Ensuring regular run reviews. 
 

 
Emergency Operations: 
 
-- Serves as the County’s designated coordinator of emergency management per Code of Virginia 
 §44-146.19. 
 
-- Be the County point-of-contact responsible for Emergency Operations with authority to run 
 those operations and to coordinate regular multi-company exercises to ensure county readiness 
 to respond to a disaster. 
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 Manage and conduct periodic updates of the County's emergency operations plan 
 (EOP). 

 Manage and ensure the readiness of the County's emergency operations center (EOC); 
 recommend to county administrator and Board of Supervisors when it is necessary to 
 activate EOC. 

 Manage and ensure the readiness of the County's designated emergency shelters; 
 recommend to county administrator and Board of Supervisors when it is necessary to 
 open the emergency shelters. 

 Program and conduct emergency preparedness exercises on a variety of subjects 
 involving the volunteer fire and rescue members, County staff, and participating state, 
 federal, and local agencies. 

 Track and ensure required National Incident Management System (NIMS) certifications 
 for all County staff and volunteers as needed; coordinate local NIMS training 
 opportunities. 

 
Recruitment and Retention: 
 
-- Develop and manage an effective recruitment and retention program.  

 Hire staff through grants including SAFER grants. 

 Develop cross-company committee. 

 Consider LEO Options for Career Staff. 

 Consider additional retention programs beyond the Tax Relief Program, for example, 
 the Hometown Heroes Program. 

 
Knowledge, Skills and Abilities 
 
-- Considerable knowledge of federal, state, and local policies, procedures, guidelines and 
 regulations pertaining to fire, EMS, emergency management, and law enforcement operations. 
-- Considerable knowledge of resources available for fire and emergency medical services . 
-- Considerable knowledge of emergency medical practices, procedures and protocols. 
-- Skill in developing and conducting effective training programs. 
-- Ability to interpret, explain, and apply a wide variety of policies, procedures, guidelines and 
 regulations. 
-- Ability to research, prepare, and use effective writing skills to develop reports and make 
 effective public presentations. 
-- Ability to react quickly, effectively, and professionally in emergency situations. 
-- Ability to use sound judgment and determine best options and decisions for handling 
 emergency matters. 
-- Ability to plan and organize work to meet deadlines and governmental requirements. 
-- Ability to establish and maintain effective working relationships with law enforcement agencies, 
 volunteer fire/EMS services, public officials, hospitals, schools, and the general public. 
-- Demonstrated knowledge of budgeting, personnel, and purchasing requirements. 
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Education, Certifications, and Experience 
 
Education and Experience 
 
Minimum Qualifications: 
-- Bachelor’s degree in Fire Science and Administration, Public Administration, or related field 
 from an accredited college or university. 
 
-- Ten (10) or more years of progressively responsible administrative and managerial experience 
 in fiscal/budget matters, fire safety, prevention, EMS, and suppression methods, or a related 
 field. 
 
-- Ten (10) or more years’ experience as Fire Chief or Deputy Fire Chief or Assistant Fire Chief in 
 an organized and recognized career Fire department. 
     
-- Any equivalent combination of education, specialized training, and experience which provides 
 the requisite knowledge, skills, and abilities for this position. 
 
Preferred Qualifications: 
-- Master’s degree in Public Administration, Fire Science Administration or a related field from an 
 accredited college or university. 
 
-- Fifteen (15) or more years of progressively responsible administrative and managerial 
 experience in fiscal/budget matters, fire safety, prevention, EMS, and suppression methods, or 
 a related field. 
 
-- Fifteen (15) or more years’ experience as Fire Chief or Deputy Fire Chief or Assistant Fire Chief 
 in an organized and recognized career Fire department; 
 
-- Any equivalent combination of education, specialized training, and experience which provides 
 the requisite knowledge, skills, and abilities for this position; 
 
-- Successful completion of the USFA Executive Fire Officer Program. 
 
 
Certifications 
 
-- Successful completion of courses in management, leadership, incident command, and other 
 high level, advanced Fire/Rescue Officer training. 
 
--  Emergency Medical Technical I (EMT-I) Certification required; paramedic certification preferred. 
 
--  Firefighter 2 and EVOC Certifications required. Fire Officer III (Fire Administration and Finance) 
 Certification preferred. 
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-- HAZMAT operations certification required.  HAZMAT incident commander certification preferred. 
 
-- Completion of NIMS ICS-400 coursework (minimum). 

 
Special Requirements 

 Possession of an appropriate driver's license valid in the Commonwealth of Virginia.
 
Salary Range (based on Grade Level 27) 
 
-- $65,779.94 -- $105,247.91 
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Article I. Department of Public Safety 

Sec. 10-1. Establishment of the Department of Public Safety. 

(a) In order to help ensure the protection of the citizens, visitors and property of 
Campbell County it has been deemed necessary to organize the firefighting, emergency medical 
services, and other emergency services within Campbell County under a Department of Public 
Safety. These services shall be provided by using both government-employed and volunteer 
company firefighters and emergency medical services personnel. As such, the county-recognized 
volunteer fire-fighting and emergency medical services entities shall be deemed an instrumentality 
of the County and as such shall also receive the full benefit and protections of the law while acting 
in that capacity. 

(b) In order to effectively carry out the provisions of subsection (a) of this section, the 
Campbell County Department of Public Safety ("the department") shall be organized to coordinate 
all emergency management and preparedness, emergency 911 (E911) communications, fire and 
emergency medical services (EMS), and animal control services within the County. 

(c) The department shall be composed of the officials and staff of the department, and 
the volunteer fire companies and volunteer rescue squads recognized as entities of the department in 
Section 10-6 and 10-60 and are an integral part ofthe official public safety program of the County. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §15.2-
1500 (Rep!. Vol. 2012). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§15.2-1501 (Repl. Vol. 2012) and VA. CODE ANN. 
§27-23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

[THE JULY 17, 2012 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-2. Appointment of a Director of Public Safety. 

(a) The Campbell County Administrator shall appoint a Director of Public Safety to 
carry out the responsibilities of the Department of Public Safety. The Director of Public Safety 
shall in tum be responsible to the County Administrator. Each of the divisions of the department 
shall be responsible to the Director. 

(b) When deemed to be necessary by the Campbell County Board of Supervisors, the 
responsibilities of the emergency services coordinator may be divided from those of the Director of 
Public Safety. The emergency services coordinator shall be responsible to the Director of Public 
Safety and shall carry out the responsibilities of the emergency management division of the 
Department of Public Safety. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §15.2-
1501 (Rep!. Vol. 2008). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§44-146.19 (B)(2) (Rep!. Vol. 2013). 
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[THE JULY 17, 2012 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-3. Responsibilities of department. 

(a) The Campbell County Department of Public Safety shall be responsible for 
coordinating and managing all emergency services functions as described in the provisions of 
section 10-1 and in the sections below. 

(b) The Director of Public Safety shall make recommendations to the County 
Administrator and the Campbell County Board of Supervisors on an annual basis on how to 
effectively provide the best emergency services available based on risk management principles 
within the parameters established by the Board for fiscal management and emergency response 
service level objectives. Recommendations may include future response districts, station and 
resource locations, and resource needs, e.g. facilities, apparatus, and staffing. All changes to the 
county's emergency response system and infrastructure impacting service delivery must have prior 
approval by the Board based on recommendation of the Director and the Public Safety Committee. 

(c) The Director of Public Safety shall be responsible for the implementation of the 
currently adopted Campbell County Emergency Operations Plan and all necessary standard 
operating guidelines and other directives necessary for the service to the public and the safety of the 
responders. Fire and Emergency Medical Service related policies, procedures, and guidelines 
impacting the volunteer public safety entities shall be coordinated with the volunteer district fire 
chiefs and volunteer district rescue captains. 

(d) The Department of Public Safety will have the authority to carry out its 
responsibilities and will be afforded all of the authority and protection of applicable laws and 
ordinances. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §15.2-
1500 (Rep!. Vol. 2012). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§15.2-1501 (Rep!. Vol. 2012) and VA. CODE ANN. 
§27-4 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

[THE JULY 17, 2012 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-4. Responsibilities and authority of Director of Public Safety. 

a) The Director of Public Safety or his designee shall carry out the responsibilities and 
general management of the department. 

b) The director shall establish and enforce departmental policies, procedures, and 
guidelines consistent with this chapter for the administration and operation of the department. 

c) The director shall provide general management of the planning, preparation and 
response for any disaster which occurs in the county and requires implementation of the county's 
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emergency operations plan. The director shall serve as the coordinator of emergency services for 
all purposes related to response to disasters. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. § 15.2-
1501 (Rep!. Vol. 2012). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§44-146.19 (B)(2) (Rep!. Vol. 2013). 

[THE JULY 17, 20 I 2 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-5. Public safety advisory groups. 

(a) There shall be an advisory group ("the Public Safety Committee") composed of the 
County Administrator, the Director of Public Safety, the Sheriff, the Chief of Police for the Town of 
Altavista, the Chief of Police for the Town of Brookneal and rotating members appointed by the 
Board for a two (2) year term, to consist of two members of the Board of Supervisors, one volunteer 
district fire chief or liaison, and one volunteer district EMS captain or liaison. No rotating member 
shall serve more than two consecutive terms. The Public Safety Committee shall make 
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors from time to time on matters related to emergency 
services and public safety. 

(b) There shall be an advisory group ("the Fire Advisory Committee (F AC)") composed 
of the Director of Public Safety, the Deputy Director of Public Safety- Fire Division, all county
recognized volunteer district chiefs, the County Administrator, two rotating members of the Board 
of Supervisors, and two rotating county citizen members appointed by the County Administrator 
with input from the volunteer district chiefs for a two (2) year term. No rotating member shall serve 
more than two consecutive terms. The F AC shall provide advice to the Director of Public Safety 
and make recommendations to the Public Safety Committee from time to time on any issue or 
policy affecting the delivery of fire service protection. 

(c) There shall be an advisory group ("the EMS Advisory Committee (EMSAC)") 
composed of the Director of Public Safety, the Deputy Director of Public Safety- EMS Division, 
the Department of Public Safety Medical Director, all county-recognized volunteer district rescue 
captains, the County Administrator, two rotating members of the Board of Supervisors, and two 
rotating county citizen members appointed by the County Administrator with input from the 
volunteer district rescue captains for a two (2) year term. No rotating member shall serve more than 
two consecutive terms. The EMSAC shall provide advice to the Director of Public Safety and make 
recommendations to the Public Safety Committee from time to time on any issue or policy affecting 
the delivery of emergency medical services. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. § 15.2-
1500 (Rep!. Vol. 2012). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§15.2-1501 (Rep!. Vol. 2012) and VA. CODE ANN. 
§15.2-1502 (Repl. Vol. 2012). 

[THE JULY 17, 2012 ACT adopted this section.] 

Article II. Fire Prevention and Protection. 
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Division A. General Provisions. 

Sec. 10-6. Establishment of a County Fire Division. 

(a) In order to assure the provision of adequate and continuing fire prevention and 
protection services to the citizens of Campbell County and to preserve, protect and promote the 
public health, safety, and general welfare, and in order to provide all fire fighters with the full 
benefit of privileges, rights and remedies available to them under law, the Board of Supervisors of 
Campbell County hereby establishes a County Fire Division in order to mitigate the effects of 
accidents, disasters and other fire emergency situations. 

(b) The following organizations and groups are hereby recognized as entities of the 
Campbell County Department of Public Safety, Fire Division and are hereby granted permits to 
operate fire and emergency vehicles in Campbell County: Altavista Fire Company, Brookneal 
Volunteer Fire Department, Brookville/Timberlake Volunteer Fire Department, Concord Volunteer 
Fire Department, Evington Volunteer Fire Department, Gladys Volunteer Fire Department, Lyn
Dan Heights Volunteer Fire Department, Rustburg Volunteer Fire Department, and Campbell 
County Public Safety. Volunteer agencies identified in this subsection will maintain oversight of 
their respective volunteer agencies unless a separate agreement is entered into with Campbell 
County as agreed to by both parties. 

(c) The following organizations and groups are hereby officially recognized as 
nonjurisdictional entities that are permitted to provide services for the Campbell County 
Department of Public Safety, Fire Division and are granted permits to operate fire protection service 
vehicles in Campbell County: Red House Volunteer Fire Department, Lynchburg Fire Department 
and Bedford Fire and Rescue. The Campbell County Department of Public Safety may enter into 
contracts with any of these organizations to provide services on a routine basis as authorized by the 
Board of Supervisors. Additionally, the County may enter into mutual aid agreements with 
surrounding jurisdictions and agencies when it is deemed appropriate to do so by the County Board 
of Supervisors. 

(d) The following organizations are hereby officially recognized as private commercial 
or not-for-profit entities that are authorized to provide fire services within Campbell County and are 
granted permits to operate fire protection service vehicles in Campbell County: Babcock & Wilcox 
Nuclear Operations Group Emergency Team, Lynchburg Regional Airport Fire Department. 
Furthermore, these private commercial or not-for-profit entities are exempt from the remainder of 
the provisions in this article. 

(e) Each of the organizations mentioned in section §I 0-60(b) shall be assigned response 
areas approved by the Board of Supervisors of Campbell County that provide the best services to 
the citizens of the County. These response areas shall be maintained in writing by the Campbell 
County Department of Public Safety, a copy of which will be posted in the communications center 
and available to the public. The Department of Public Safety may amend or change these 
boundaries from time to time in order to provide the best services available, subject to any then
applicable provisions of state law, following review and approval of the Public Safety Committee. 
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(f) For purposes of this Article, the following definition shall apply, unless the context 
requires a different meaning: 

"Fire/EMS company" or "Fire/EMS department" means a volunteer fire-fighting or 
emergency medical services (EMS) organization organized pursuant to VA. CODE ANN. §27-8 in 
any town, city or county of the Commonwealth, with the approval of the governing body thereof 
consisting of fire fighters or emergency medical services personnel, or both. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-14 
(Cum. Supp. 2013). See also VA. CODE ANN. §15.2-
955 (Rep!. Vol. 2012), §27-8.1 (Rep!. Vol. 2011), and 
§27-23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-7. Entities of County Fire Division responsible to the Department of Public 
Safety. 

(a) Each of the organizations and groups mentioned in subsections (b) and (c) of § 10-60 
shall coordinate their operations and activities with the Campbell County Department of Public 
Safety and will carry out their assigned tasks to the best of their ability. 

(b) Each fire organization mentioned in § 1 0-6 (b) shall appoint a district chief who shall 
be responsible for the overall direction and control of fire service activities using federally 
mandated NIMS protocols within his organization's respective primary response areas. 
Additionally, the district chief shall insure that his organization complies with all of the provisions 
of applicable laws, ordinances, and standard operating procedures/guidelines in coordination with 
the Department of Public Safety and shall advise and communicate his organization's operations 
and activities with the Director of Public Safety or his designee. 

(c) The Campbell County Department of Public Safety Fire Division career staff, when 
responding to calls, will follow all applicable federal, state, and local regulations and will function 
under the same standards incorporating NIMS as noted in section (b). 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-14 
(Cum. Supp. 2013) and VA. CODE ANN. §27-13 
(Rep!. Vol. 2011). See also VA. CODE ANN. §27-
23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-8. Responsibility and authority. 
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(a) All officially recognized members of the organizations and groups mentioned above 
shall perform their respective duties, as outlined in standard operating procedures/guidelines and 
applicable laws and ordinances, to the best of their ability. 

(b) All officially recognized members of the organizations and groups mentioned above 
will be subject to the procedures and practices established by the Campbell County Board of 
Supervisors or its designee. 

(c) While performing in his official capacity, each of the members of the organizations 
and groups mentioned above shall have the authority to carry out his respective assignments as 
provided for in applicable laws, ordinances and standard operating procedures/guidelines. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-
23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011) and §27-14 (Cum. Supp. 2013). 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-9. Fire personnel afforded certain privileges, rights and remedies. 

When providing services in their official capacity and acting within the guidelines of the 
Department of Public Safety, all officially recognized members of the organizations and groups 
mentioned above shall be afforded all of the privileges, rights and remedies available to them under 
law. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-
23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-10. Obedience to orders ofthe senior officer in charge at the scene of accidents 
disasters and other medical and rescue oriented incidents. 

Every person present at the scene of any fire emergency shall be obedient to the orders of 
the senior officer in charge in any matter relating to fire matters, freedom of fire company, fire 
personnel and apparatus to perform their duties or to function properly, and the maintenance of 
order at or near the scene of the fire emergency, and it shall be unlawful and a class 4 misdemeanor 
for any person to disobey any such order of the senior officer in charge. The senior officer in charge 
shall have authority to cause the arrest of persons who disobey such orders and to hold them in 
custody until the incident or danger is abated, at which time the violator shall be dealt with 
according to law. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §18.2-
414.1 (Rep!. Vol. 2009). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§27-15.1 (Rep!. Vol. 2011) and §27-23.9 (Rep!. Vol. 
2011). 
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substantially similar to the former provisions of this Division may now be found in Sections 10-
28.01 through 10-28.010 ofthis Code. 

Sees. 10-45 to 10-59. Reserved. 

Article III. EMS/Rescue. 

Division A. General Provisions. 

Sec. 10-60. Establishment of a County EMS/Rescue Division. 

(a) In order to assure the provision of adequate and continuing emergency services to the 
citizens of Campbell County and to preserve, protect and promote the public health, safety, and 
general welfare, and in order to provide all emergency services personnel with the full benefit of 
privileges, rights and remedies available to them under law, the Board of Supervisors of Campbell 
County hereby establishes a County EMS/Rescue Division in order to mitigate the effects of 
accidents, disasters and other medical and rescue oriented emergency situations. 

(b) The following organizations and groups are hereby officially granted the status of 
permitted entities recognized by the Campbell County Department of Public Safety, EMS/Rescue 
Division and are hereby granted permits to operate emergency medical service vehicles in Campbell 
County: Altavista Life Saving and First Aid Crew, Inc., Campbell County Rescue Squad, Inc., 
Citizens Emergency Crew, Inc., Concord Rescue Squad, Inc., Brookneal Rescue Squad, Inc., 
Rustburg Rescue Squad, Inc., Campbell County Rescue Commission, Evington Volunteer Fire 
Department, Brookville-Timberlake Volunteer Fire Department, Altavista Fire Company, Campbell 
County Public Safety. Volunteer agencies identified in this subsection will maintain separate 
licensure with the Virginia Department of Health - Division of Emergency Medical Services and 
maintain oversight of their respective volunteer agencies unless a separate agreement is entered into 
with Campbell County as agreed to by both parties. 

(c) The following organizations and groups are hereby officially recognized as 
nonjurisdictional entities that are permitted to provide services for the Campbell County 
Department of Public Safety, EMS/Rescue Division and are granted permits to operate emergency 
medical service vehicles in Campbell County and charge a fee for the service they provide to 
patients: Lynchburg Fire Department and EMS. The Campbell County Department of Public Safety 
may enter into contracts with any of these organizations to provide services on a routine basis as 
authorized by the Board of Supervisors. Additionally, the County may enter into mutual aid 
agreements with surrounding jurisdictions and agencies when it is deemed appropriate to do so by 
the County Board of Supervisors. 

(d) The following organizations are hereby officially recognized as private commercial 
or not-for-profit entities that are authorized to provide EMS services within Campbell County and 
are granted permits to operate emergency medical service vehicles, including but not limited to air 
medical evacuation (medevac) services utilizing helicopters equipped for such use, in Campbell 
County and charge a fee for the service they provide to patients: Virginia Ambulance Services, 
Inc., Centra Health (Centra One helicopter), University of Virginia (Pegasus helicopter), and 
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Carilion Health System (Lifeguard helicopter). Furthermore, these private commercial or not-for
profit entities are exempt from the remainder of the provisions in this article. 

(e) Each of the organizations mentioned in section § 1 0-60(b) shall be assigned response 
areas approved by the Board of Supervisors of Campbell County that provide the best services to 
the citizens of the County. These response areas shall be maintained in writing by the Campbell 
County Department of Public Safety, a copy of which will be posted in the communications center 
and available to the public. The Department of Public Safety may amend or change these 
boundaries from time to time in order to provide the best services available, subject to any then
applicable provisions of state law, following review and approval of the EMSAC and Public Safety 
Committee. 

(f) For purposes of this Article, the following definitions shall apply, unless the context 
requires a different meaning: 

"Emergency medical services personnel" means persons responsible for the direct provision 
of emergency medical or rescue services in a given medical emergency or emergency rescue 
including all persons who could be described as attendants, attendants-in-charge, or operators. 

"Emergency medical services vehicle" means any vehicle, vessel, aircraft or ambulance that 
holds a valid emergency medical services permit issued by the state Office of Emergency Medical 
Services that is equipped, maintained or operated to provide emergency medical care or 
transportation of patients who are sick, injured, wounded, or otherwise incapacitated or helpless. 

"Fire/EMS company" or "Fire/EMS department" means a volunteer fire-fighting or 
emergency medical services (EMS) organization organized pursuant to VA. CODE ANN. §27-8 in 
any town, city or county of the Commonwealth, with the approval of the governing body thereof 
consisting of fire fighters or emergency medical services personnel, or both. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §32.1-
1 I 1.14 (Rep!. Vol. 201 1). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§15.2-955 (Rep!. Vol. 2012), §27-8.1 (Rep!. Vol. 
2011), and §27-23.6 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). 

Editor's note: This ordinance is established to provide general guidelines in the provision of 
Emergency Medical Services within Campbell County. More specific guidelines regarding the 
relationship between Campbell County and the various volunteer agencies within Campbell County 
may be found in the most recently adopted Memorandum of Agreement adopted by the Campbell 
County Board of Supervisors. 

[THE NOVEMBER 21, 2005 ACT adopted this section.] 

[THE JANUARY 3, 2006 AMENDMENT added the last two sentences in (b).] 

[THE JULY 7, 2008 AMENDMENT revised the first sentence of subsection (b) for 
clarity, substituted "permitted" for "authorized" in the first sentence of (c), added "any 
of' before "these organizations" in the second sentence of (c), added "approved by the 
Board of Supervisors of Campbell County" in the first sentence of (e), and added "subject 

39 

7/2/13 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 150 of 493



to any then-applicable provisions of state law, following review and approval of the 
EMSAC and Public Safety Committee" at the end of(e).] 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 AMENDMENT added "Altavista Fire Company" to the list 
of entities in (a), deleted "Included in this provision is the responsibility to maintain 
mutual aid agreements with bordering agencies" from subsection (b) and substituted 
"Centra One" for "Medflight" in (d).] 

Sec. 10-61. Entities of County EMS/Rescue Division responsible to the Department of Public 
Safety. 

(a) Each of the organizations and groups mentioned in subsections (b) and (c) of § 10-60 
shall coordinate their operations and activities with the Campbell County Department of Public 
Safety and will carry out their assigned tasks to the best of their ability. 

(b) Each EMS/rescue organization mentioned in § 1 0-60(b) shall appoint a district 
captain who shall be responsible for the overall direction and control of EMS/rescue service 
activities using federally mandated NIMS protocols within his organization's respective primary 
response areas. Additionally, the captain shall insure that his organization complies with all of the 
provisions of applicable laws, ordinances, and standard operating procedures/guidelines in 
coordination with the Department of Public Safety and shall advise and communicate his 
organization's operations and activities with the Director of Public Safety or his designee. 

(c) The Campbell County Department of Public Safety EMS Division career staff, when 
responding to calls, will follow all applicable federal, state, and local regulations and will function 
under the same standards incorporating NIMS as noted in section (b). 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §32.1-
111.14 (Rep!. Vol. 2011). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§27-23.6 (Repl. Vol. 201 1). 

[THE NOVEMBER 21,2005 ACT adopted this section.] 

[THE JULY 7, 2008 AMENDMENT added "using federally mandated NIMS protocols" 
in the first sentence of (b), substituted "advise and communicate" for "coordinate" in the 
second sentence of (b), and added subsection (c).] 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 2010 AMENDMENT added "/guidelines in coordination with the 
Department of Public Safety" to the second sentence of subsection (b).] 

Sec. 10-62. Responsibility and authority. 

(a) All officially recognized members of the organizations and groups mentioned above 
shall perform their respective duties, as outlined in standard operating procedures/guidelines and 
applicable laws and ordinances, to the best of their ability. 
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(b) All officially recognized members of the organizations and groups mentioned above 
will be subject to the procedures and practices established by the Campbell County Board of 
Supervisors or its designee. 

(c) While performing in his official capacity, each of the members of the organizations 
and groups mentioned above shall have the authority to carry out his respective assignments as 
provided for in applicable laws, ordinances and standard operating procedures/guidelines. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-
23.6 (Repl. Vol. 20I I) and §32.1-I I l.I4 (Repl. Vol. 
20I I). 

[THE NOVEMBER 2I, 2005 ACT adopted this section.] 

[THE DECEMBER 6, 20IO AMENDMENT added "/guidelines" twice, in (a) and (c).] 

Sec. 10-63. EMS/Rescue personnel afforded certain privileges, rights and remedies. 

When providing services in their official capacity and acting within the guidelines of the 
Department of Public Safety, all officially recognized members of the organizations and groups 
mentioned above shall be afforded all of the privileges, rights and remedies available to them under 
law. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §27-
23.6 (Repl. Vol. 20I 1). 

[THE NOVEMBER 2I, 2005 ACT adopted this section.] 

Sec. 10-64. Obedience to orders of the senior officer in charge at the scene of accidents, 
disasters and other medical and rescue oriented incidents. 

Every person present at the scene of an accident or other medical or rescue oriented incident 
shall be obedient to the orders of the senior officer in charge in any matter relating to medical 
matters, freedom of rescue squad, medical personnel and apparatus to perform their duties or to 
function properly, and the maintenance of order at or near the scene of an accident or other medical 
or rescue oriented incident, and it shall be unlawful and a class 4 misdemeanor for any person to 
disobey any such order of the senior officer in charge. The senior officer in charge shall have 
authority to cause the arrest of persons who disobey such orders and to hold them in custody until 
the incident or danger is abated, at which time the violator shall be dealt with according to law. 

For state law authority, see VA. CODE ANN. §I8.2-
414.1 (Repl. Vol. 2009). See also VA. CODE ANN. 
§27-I5.1 (Repl. Vol. 201 I) and §27-23.9 (Repl. Vol. 
201 I). 

41 

7/2113 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

To: David Ash, County Administrator 

From: Donald T Jackson, CCEMS Director tJf 
Subject: 24 Hour Coverage Last Quarter Fiscal Year 2013/14 

Date: 3/10/2014 

As instructed I have calculated the hours it will take to place a second 

Fire/EMS provider 24 hours a day 7 days a week in Enders Fire and 

Rescue Company for the last quarter of 2013/14. We must also include 

the hours that are not currently covered by an FTE for the 0600x1800 

shift, Monday through Friday. I have also included the cost estimate 

you requested for uniforms and PPE (personal protective equipment). I 

will get firm prices for turnout gear and related PPE using a 

specification I developed for a successful FEMA grant my Volunteer 

Company received, it will afford the maximum protection and durability 

for our employees. I suggest we issue 4 sets "Daily Uniforms" to all 

FTE's and at least 2 sets to PTE's. Please find the following attachments 

I feel need to be address with this expansion of service. Please take 

special note of the document titled "Fire and Rescue Joint Agreement". 

This is a document that I brought to the Volunteer Chiefs meetings you 

and I attended prior to the Citizens work group being established. I feel 

it is essential to any combination system as a foundation and delineates 

the expectations of all involved. I have worked with Chief Rhode to 

develop and modify it for Clarke County to its current draft form, and 
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will finish it for your review prior to the planned expansion with the 

input of all the Volunteer Chiefs. 

A) Hourly wage for PTE 

B) Qualifications for PTE 

C) Staffing Plan and Schedule for shifts 

D) Orientation Package for new PTE/FTE 

E) Turnout Gear inspection form/ County responsibility for damage 

F) List of Daily, Weekly, and Monthly Duties (Enders/CCES agreed 

upon) 

G) Uniform Policy 

H) PPE Policy (Full use in IDLH) 

I) QA/QI Policy 

J) Written complaint documentation form (All Chiefs/CCES agreed 

upon) 

K) Running order of Apparatus (Enders Chief) 

L) Fire/EMS Apparatus check sheets (Enders Chief/CCES agreed 

upon) 

M) Fire Apparatus Staffing Policy (Enders Chief/CCES agreed 

upon) 

Should you have any questions or want any additions, please let me 

know. As you instructed me to do, I will be available to present this to 

the Board of Supervisors and answer any questions they may have. 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Staffing Plan and Shift Hours 

• 90 days x 24 hours for new PTE= 2160 hours (13 Weeks) 

• Continue to use current FTE ( Currently 3- 12 hour day shifts and 

1- 4 hour day shift) and increase to 4- 12 hour day shifts= 48 

hours 

• 48 hours already covered by FTE x 13 weeks = 624 hours 

• 2160 hours for new position less 624 hours already covered = 

1536 hours to cover with PTE's 

Cost of New Position covered by PTE 

• BLS- 1536 hours @ $13.00 per hour= $19,968.00 

• ALS- 1536 hours@ $15.00 per Hour= $23,040.00 (Use ALS for 

appropriation to assure adequate funding) 

• BLS- 1536 hours @ $15.00 per hour= 23,040.00 

• ALS -1536 hours@ $17.00 per hour= 26,112.00 (Use ALS for 

appropriation to assure adequate funding) 
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A- 0600 X 1800 

B- 0600 X 1000 

C- 1000 X 1800 

D- 0600 X 1200 

E- 1200 X 1800 

F- 0700 X 1700 

G- 1800 X 0600 

Shift Hours for Staffing 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Qualifications for New PTE's 

NFPA- F/F- 1 and 2 {or equivalent) 

Haz-Mat awareness and operations 

EVOC- 2 {Evoc- 3 preferred) 

EMT- Basic, Enhanced, Intermediate, or Paramedic 

Released to practice in Lord Fairfax EMS district 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Hourly Wage Proposal for PTE 

As you are aware we only employ FF/ ALS providers at this time, I 

propose to use FF/BLS providers as well when ALS providers are not 

available. I will as you requested make every effort to have both people 

on shift be Medics however this may not always be possible using 

PTE's. There will always be at least one Medic (ALS) provider on duty. 

There has been no adjustment to the hourly rate paid to PTE's for 

several years and we are below all the surrounding jurisdictions. We are 

paying $12.00 per hour currently for ALS and have no scale for BLS. As 

an example Frederick County is paying $15.00 per hour for ALS and 

$13.00 for BLS, and has submitted to pay $17.00 for ALS and $15 for 

BLS in the new budget. I propose setting ALS at $15.00 per hour and 

BLS at $13.00 per hour for now and make an adjustment later if 

needed. It will be difficult (but attainable) to staff all these hours with 

PTE's and I have identified several people qualified to fill the PTE 

positions in addition to our current PTE's, however we must be 

competitive with the Counties around us if I am to be successful. I have 

included for you review both the higher and lower rates in the staffing 

plan. 

--------
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1 

Upon dispatch one career person is to report to the appropriate Fire apparatus as the driver if needed or 

as a crew member and 2nd career person is to respond with the appropriate EMS unit, unless a diver is 

needed for additional Fire apparatus. After 5 minutes and no certified crew both career members are to 

respond with appropriate fire apparatus. 

This policy may be modify due to dispatch information such as but not limited to: people trapped, 

weather condition, multiple calls received, high fire class day, etc. However any variation will require 

justifications. 

An Officer may modify as needed and may be ask to justify . 

May respond to mutual Aid, every effort to keep ALS available. 

2 

Upon dispatch both career staff will respond on the appropriate Fire apparatus. If trained personal are 

enroute to station, then members should await arrival if before 2nd dispatch. Notify dispatch both staff 

on apparatus. Other drivers are to bring an EMS unit to scene and stage out of the way of fire 

operations, but where EMS equipment easily accessible. 

This policy may be modify due to dispatch information such as but not limited to : people trapped, 

weather condition, multiple calls received, high fire class day, etc. However any variation will require 

justifications. 

An Officer may modify as needed and may be ask to justify. 

May respond to mutual Aid, every effort to keep ALS available. 

3 

Upon dispatch both career staff will respond on Fire apparatus. Notify dispatch both staff on apparatus. 

Other drivers to bring an EMS unit to scene and stage out of the way of fire operations, but where EMS 

equipment easily accessible. 

This policy may be modify due to dispatch information such as but not limited to: people trapped, 

weather condition, multiple calls received, high fire class day, etc. However any variation will require 

justifications. 

An Officer may modify as needed and may be ask to justify. 

May respond to mutual Aid, every effort to keep ALS available. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 159 of 493



County of Clarke, Virginia 
Non-Personnel Disagreement Documentation 

Note: This form shall not be used to report any personnel matter. Personnel matters are confidential and protected and 
shall be reported as soon as possible to the immediate supervisor. 

Name of Person Entering Report: _______ _______________ _ 

Report Date: 

Incident No.: 

Witnesses 
If applicable 

Description of 
Issue: 

Date/Time/Event Issue Occurred: ----------
Note: Explain if report date different from occurrence. 

Fire Chief/Supervisor: Date Forwarded for Review. - --------

Fire Chief/ 
Supervisor 
Comments: 

Follow Up Action: 

Issue Resolution: 

F32110-01 

With my signature below, I acknowledge resolution of the documented issue. 

Complainant Signature 

Provide copies to all involved parties. Retain record for 3 years after last action 

Revision Date: 01/22/201 3 
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Career Staff Duties 

1) Daily Duties: 
a) Daily EMS and Fire apparatus checks 

b) Dry mop and wet mop day room and kitchen 

c) Check bathroom an clean as needed 

d) Empty trash as needed 

e) Wipe off counters as needed 

f) Repair equipment as possible 

g) Wash EMS unit as needed 

h) Mop EMS unit floor 

2) Weekly Duties 
a) Full checks on Fire apparatus as approved schedule 

b) Wash EMS units as needed 

c) Check cascade unit 

d) Pick-up county mail at office 

e) Monday clean bathroom 

f) Swept EMS and Fire bays and rinse as needed 

3) Monthly Duties 
a) Check Drug Boxes 

b) Decon Ems units 

c) Full check of EMS supplies on units 

d) Inventory of in-house EMS supplies 

e) Order EMS supplies as needed 

4) Special Duties as approved by appropriate Leadership 
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CLARKE COUNTY EMERGENCY SERVICES 
DAILY UNIT CHECK SHEET 

DATE _____ _ CREW _____ ~I _____ __ 

UNIT 1- 1 1- 2 SE RV 
FUEL I OIL AM ONLY 
EMER LIGHTS I SIREN 
VEHICLE LIGHTS 
ONBOARD OXYGEN N/A 
RUN SHEET I PENS 
PORTABLE OXYGEN 
AID BAG/OXYGEN 
PED BAG 
ORAL GLUCOSE 
GLUCOMETER N/A 
PULSE OX 
MONITOR 
DRUG BOX# & EXP DATE 
SEAL# 
ADULT BAG VALVE MASK 
CHILD BAG VALVE MASK 
PED BAG VALVE MASK 
OXYGEN SUPPLIES 
SUCTION UNIT N/A 
C COLLAR/STRAP BAGS 
BACKBOARDS N/A 
KED N/A 
TRACTION SPLINTS N/A 
TRASH EMPTY N/A 

EQUIPMENT NEEDING REPLACEMENT 

UNIT PROBLEMS NOTED 

I 
'
daily check sheet #5 

revised 10/24/2011 

~----------------------------------~ 
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WAGON 1 EQUIPTMENT CHECKS 
Month ___ Mileage ____ _ Pump Hours ___ _ 

DAILY Every Monday 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

COMMENTS: 
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ENGINE 1 EQUIPTMENT CHECKS 
Month ___ Mileage ____ _ Pump Hours. ___ _ 

DAILY Every Tuesday 

~ ~~ Q ~~ ~Q 
~ Q~ ~ ~ ~ & 

~V: 0~ ~V: ~~ o~ 
o ~ Q~ . o~ ~~ ~o 

cP "'"" cP ;§ </'i!J. ·~ ,§~ "',.• •"'"' 
~~ v.0 ~ v0 ~0 f.. «.15 ~«. ~~ ~~ &q. 0~ «."v. ·~ (t'li ~Cj ~0' ~ 0 .~15 ~ ~ 15. ~ ~0 

t! «.-~ «--v. -<:v. -<:~ * ~~ c:P -<...~o «.-.-s v_0 . ~15. «.r-<... ~~ 0~~ «"~ "~ «. ' 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

COMMENTS: 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 164 of 493



Tanker 1 EQUIPTMENT CHECKS 
Month ___ Mileage. _____ Pump Hours. ___ _ 

DAILY Every Wednesday W; ~~ Q d~ ~:f> 
~~ ~<:>. ~ ~ 

~ e;. ·~ 
~ ~ ·~0~ J~ 

~0 ~ ,.!; O" if? _,() d' · ~>" ~~~ ·& eo~• 
'vl0 

~0 0 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

COMMENTS: 
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Truck 1 EQUIPTMENT CHECKS 
Month Mileage ____ _ 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

COMMENTS: 

DAILY EVERY THURSDAY 
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Brush 1 EQUIPTMENT CHECKS 
Month ___ _ Mileage ____ Pump Hours. ____ _ 

DAILY EVERY FRIDAY 

~ v~ ~QQ~o/ ~Q 0<::) @ 
~ {M<:). ~«.,-<;) ~Q · O~"{' ~~ 

,.;,.~ ,:,.0 ~Q ~ ~<? ~ 0~ 0 ~<?~ 0."0° 
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3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
Comments: 
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FIRE AND RESCUE JOINT AGREEMENT 

This Fire and Rescue Joint Agreement (Agreement) dated the day of ApriiSeptember, 20HW, by and 
between the County of Clarke, Virginia (the County) and all Volunteer Fire and Rescue Companies presently 
serving in Clarke County (the Companies). 

RECITALS 

A. The County and its volunteer fire and rescue companies have, for several decades cooperated in order to 
provide exemplary fire and rescue services to the citizens of Clarke County, Virginia. 

B. The County is committed to continued growth and improvement of its volunteer fire and rescue companies 
and assuring the safe and efficient provision of essential fire and rescue services, and the Company is 
committed to utilizing its personnel and resources to achieve the same goals. 

C. As growth within the County has continued, fire and rescue service demands have increased, which has 
created a need for the fire and rescue system within the County to evolve into a combination volunteer and 
career fire and rescue service. 

D. In order to provide additional support to the volunteer companies, plan for future service needs, and provide 
management and supervision for career fire and rescue personnel, the County has established an Emergency 
Services_Department (the Department) as a County department. 

E. The County remains committed to maintaining a strong and viable volunteer fire and rescue system that is 
supplemented by career fire and rescue employees. 

F. The parties desire, by this Agreement, to further enhance the partnership between the County and the 
Company by defining the role and responsibility of each party, and to further support their joint mission to 
provide efficient and cost-effective fire and rescue services to the citizens of Clarke County. 

G. In accordance with Virginia Code 27-15.1 , it is the intent ofthe parties to continue to allow the Companies 
to exercise authority in the process of answering alarms or operating at emergency incidents. 

H. In this agreement, when reference is made to County rules, regulations, requirements and procedures of 
which are currently not in existence, it is agreed upon that they shall be mutually developed, approved and 
implemented by the County and the Operations Team. 

TERMINOLOGY 

For purposes of this Agreement the following terms shall have the following meaning: 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Clarke, Virginia, shall be known as the Board and in certain 
instances, the County. 

Company shall refer to the individual Volunteer Fire and Rescue Company executing this Agreement. 
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Companies shall refer to all Volunteer Fire and Rescue Companies organized and located within the boundaries 
of the County of Clarke, Virginia. 

County shall refer to the County of Clarke, Virginia as well as the Board of Supervisors. 

Director of the County Emergency Services Department shall be known as the CCES Director. 

The Chief Operational Officer of the Company shall be known as the Company Chief. 

The President of the Company shall be known as the President. 

The Clarke County Emergency Services Department shall be known as the Department. 

The Clarke County Volunteer Fire and Rescue Association shall be known as the Association. 

The Operations Team shall refer to the Chiefs' Work Group, which shall be made up of the Company Chief 
from each of the Volunteer Fire and Rescue Companies organized and located within the boundaries of the 
County of Clarke, Virginia, and the CCES Director. 

The aforementioned persons and groups shall also be known as the parties. 

AGREEMENT 

NOW, THEREFORE, for the mutual consideration herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 

1. FUNDING 
A. Pursuant to Virginia Code 15.2-953, the County intends to provide public funds to the Company, subject to 
appropriations, to support the Company's providing of fire and rescue services to the public. 

B. Pursuant to Virginia Code 15.2-954, the County may establish and provide a capital loan fund to a company 
providing firefighting and rescue services for construction or equipment for providing fire and rescue services 
to the community. Should this fund be established, the company shall adhere to county procedures and 
guidelines, to include purchasing and competitive bidding. 

C. The Companies shall: 
1) maintain records of the receipt and expenditure of public funds; 
2) submit to annual audits of the expenditure and receipt of public funds as provided by the County's 

certified public accountant auditor, and provide the information and data requested by said certified 
public accountant auditor for such audits 

3) ensure that the County's certified public accountant auditor files the Annual Financial Statement 
required by the County, using such forms and procedures as prescribed by the County's certified public 
accountant auditor and that the County is given a copy of the Financial Statement upon completion. 

D. Receipt of public funds by the Companies shall not affect the Companies' right to solicit or raise money 
locally from the community, providing such local fundraising activities are conducted in accordance with 
applicable laws and regulations. 
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E. During the County's annual budget process the Companies may make a request for a special appropriation. 
Such request shall be forwarded to the County along with the recommendation of the Volunteer Fire and Rescue 
Association. 

F. The County may withhold funding to a Company, whether or not in an approved budget, for failure of the 
Company to comply with provisions set forth in this agreement, including, without limitation, the provisions set 
forth in Paragraph 1, Funding. The County shall provide written notice to the Company of their intent to 
withhold funding along with the reason. The Company shall have seven (7) days to respond to the County along 
with the ability to request a meeting to discuss said notice and suggested courses of correction. 

2.TEAM 
The Companies shall maintain an Operations Team (Chiefs Working Group) which shall meet at least monthly. 

3. RECORDS AND DATA 
A. The Companies shall utilize an Incident software reporting system compatible with State and County 
requirements and shall be utilized by all companies. 

B. The County shall have a System Administrator who will limit access to the system to those authorized by the 
Systems Administrator in conjunction with the Operations Team. In addition, the System Administrator will 
maintain a central data repository. 

C. The Companies shall collect and maintain data as required by the County for State and County programs. 
The County shall provide initial training to the Companies regarding the use of the selected reporting software. 
In addition, the County shall provide on-going training to the Companies as a result of changes in personnel or 
updates to the reporting software. 

4. SERVICE RESPONSIBILITY 

A. It is the responsibility of the Companies to deliver emergency fire, rescue, and medical services, within its 
capabilities, to the citizens of the designated response area or the County in accordance with County dispatch 
and response procedures as established and in conjunction with the Operations Team. 

B. The Companies agree to assist other county fire and rescue companies in delivering emergency fire, rescue, 
and medical services to the citizens of Clarke County, as needed and in accordance with County dispatch and 
response procedures as established and in conjunction with the Operations Team. 

C. The Companies also agree to provide assistance to other fire and rescue companies and governmental 
jurisdictions with which Clarke County and/or the Company has established mutual aid agreements in 
accordance with County dispatch and response procedures as established and in conjunction with the Operations 
Team. 

5. VOLUNTEER RECRUITMENT 

A. The County, through the Department and Companies, is committed to operating a combination volunteer and 
career fire and rescue system to service the needs of public safety in the most cost effective manner. Primary 
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emphasis will be to preserve and perpetuate the continuation of a predominantly volunteer fire and rescue 
service and to supplement the staffing needs of the companies as requested and approved or funded. 

B. The County und the Companies shall each diligently work to recruit, train, and maintain viable volunteer fire 
and rescue companies in accordance with applicable laws, rules, and regulations of the Commonwealth of 
Virginia and County requirements. 

6. STATION STAFFING 

A. The Companies shall provide staffmg with volunteer personnel when feasible, 24 hours a day, seven days a 
week, as required for response to incidents. The companies shall ensure that volunteer personnel responding to 
incidents are trained and qualified in accordance with federal, State, County, and Company' s requirements to 
perform required duties, and that any required licenses and/or certifications are maintained. 

B. The County agrees to provide station staffing with career personnel to supplement volunteers. Actual work 
hours will be determined by mutual agreement between the Company Chief or his designee and the CCES 
Director. 

C. Until a criterion is mutually developed and agreed upon by the Association and the County for requesting 
staffing, the county agrees to provide staffing as requested by the companies and approved by the Board. The 
County shall ensure that career personnel responding to incidents are trained and qualified in accordance with 
Federal, State, County and Company requirements to perform required duties, and that any required licenses 
and/or certifications are maintained. 

D. Career employees of the County are permitted to participate as members of County Volunteer Fire 
Companies during their off duty hours. These employees must follow all Fair Labor Standards Act regulations 
in conjunction with their volunteer duties. In order to guard both the volunteer company and the Fire and 
Rescue Department from potential conflicts of interest, all parties to this agreement recognize the need to 
estrict the level of management participation in a volunteer company by County career employees. It is agreed 

that the career employees of the Fire and Rescue Department shall not be permitted to serve as Chief, Assistan 
Chief, Deputy Chief, Rescue Captain, President, Vice-President or Treasurer of a volunteer company or serve as 
a voting delegate, ofticer, or committee chair ofthe Clarke County Volunteer Fire and Rescue Association. It is 
urther agreed that a career employee may not be assigned to the same station where they are a volunteer 

member. 

7. SELECTION AND ASSIGNMENT OF CAREER PERSONNEL. 

A. As the legal employer, the County shall have full responsibility for the processing and selection of career 
employees. A single screening and selection process shall be used to employ career personnel regardless of the 
company to which the employee is ultimately assigned. 

B. The CCES Director shall establish basic job descriptions and employment qualifications, as well as the 
screening and selection process for career personnel who will yield employees that will adequately serve the 
needs of the fire and rescue system and the public. Volunteer input into the requirements and procedures used 
shall be solicited through the Operations Team and the Clarke County Volunteer Fire and Rescue Association. 
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C. The CCES Director shall be responsible for making station assignments of career personnel. The CCES 
Director decisions on personnel to be assigned to volunteer companies shall be made in consultation with the 
Company Chief or his designee of the applicable company. The CCES Director shall also have the right to 
reassign career personnel whenever, in his discretion, it is deemed necessary. The CCES Director or his 
designee shall also ensure that the Company Chief or his designee receive adequate notice of any personnel 
assignment changes. This notification shall be made in a timely manner when feasible . In all matters of 
personnel assignments and station coverage, primary consideration shall be given to public safety needs. 

D. Provided adequate funds are available, part-time employees may be employed to provide coverage for full 
time career employees who are absent due to leave, training, special assignment, or when a position is vacant. 
Part-time employees shall be assigned at the CCES Director's discretion after consultation with the Company 
Chief or his designee of the applicable company. 

8. EMPLOYEE SUPERVISION AND EVALUATION 

A. Career personnel are ultimately responsible to the CCES Director or his designee. 

B. Supervision of career personnel shall rest with the CCES Director or his designee, with the guidance of the 
applicable Company Chief or their designees. Work assignments shall be of a nature consistent with the public 
safety mission of the County and the Company. Station duties shall be coordinated with the CCES Director, the 
Company Chiefs or their designees, and shall be standard throughout all companies as established and agreed 
upon by the Department and the Operations Team. 

C. In order to provide consistent direction throughout the workday, the senior ranking career employee assigned 
to a station, in conjunction with the chief operational officers of the Company, shall ensure that routine daily 
activities of career employees are carried out as assigned. 

D. The CCES Director, the Company Chief or their designees may utilize career personnel for projects or other 
work-related assignments. Every effort shall be made to ensure that a balance is maintained between Company 
and County priorities and goals. 

E. The CCES Director or his designee shall be responsible for formal performance evaluations of career 
employees, as required under County personnel policies. Evaluations of career employees assigned to volunteer 
companies shall be completed with input from the Company Chief or designee. 

F. The County Administrator shall be responsible for the formal performance evaluation of the CCES Director. 
The County Administrator shall include all company Chiefs and the Association liaison for input into the 
performance evaluation of the CCES Director. 

G. Formal complaints concerning a career employees' behavior or performance shall be forwarded from the 
Company Chief to the employee's immediate supervisor, in writing on the Dispute Resolution Form, for official 
· nvestigation. As a part of the personnel process, any complaint shall remain confidential between all parties 
connected with the complaint. The CCES Director or his designee will notify the Company Chief or his 
designee of the status or results, to include any findings or disciplinary action, of the investigation in a time! 

anner. 
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IH. Formal complaints concerning a volunteers' behavior or performance shall be forwarded from the CCES 
irector to the Company Chief, in writing on the Dispute Resolution Form, for official investigation. As a partl 

of the personnel process, any complaint shall remain confidential between all parties connected with the 
complaint. The Company Chief or his designee will notify the CCES Director or his designee of the status, or 
results. to include any findings or disci linary action, of the investigation in a timely manner. 

I. Leave for career employees shall be taken in accordance with County procedures. When a vacancy occurs, the 
position will be filled with either a qualified volunteer (approved by the Company Chief) or a full or part-time 
career employee. 

9. FACILITIES AND WORK ENVIRONMENT 

A. The Companies shall provide career personnel with an adequate, clean, and safe work environment that is 
conducive to productive performance and good morale among co-workers. As the party responsible to provide 
and maintain the fire station, it is the Companies' responsibility to provide and maintain a structurally safe and 
healthy work place that meets all applicable code requirements for occupancy. 

B. The station shall have and maintain potable water, working plumbing, adequate ventilation, heating, cooling, 
lighting, and trash removal. Any deficiencies in these basic requirements shall be corrected in the most 
expeditious manner possible. 

C. In addition to the foregoing basic requirements, the Companies shall provide and maintain the following 
items for the personal needs of career employees during the workday: 

a) Refrigerator 
b) Stove and microwave oven 
c) Personal lockers 
d) Furnished rest area/lounge 
e) Shower facility 
f) File space 
g) Protective clothing storage 
h) Separate male and female bunkroom facilities for 24 hour staff. 

D. Station maintenance and major repair is the responsibility of the Company. Career personnel shall participate 
in light cleaning and minor repair of the station and grounds to maintain good order. Volunteer and Career 
personnel shall share general custodial duties. 

10. APPARATUS AND EQUIPMENT 
A. As the owner of the station's apparatus and equipment, the Company agrees to authorize Career employees to 
drive, operate, and utilize the apparatus and equipment, providing the operation and use is in accordance with an 
established standard driver/operator course and procedure for all companies as developed and agreed upon by 
the Company Chiefs or their designees and the County. The Company Chief or his designee shall be responsible 
for providing orientation training to all new career personnel assigned to the station on the proper operation and 
use of company apparatus and equipment. The Company Chief or his designee shall be responsible for the final 
approval of all drivers. All Training shall be completed based upon the availability of Company's approved 
trainers and the experience level of the employee. 
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B. The Companies recognize that in addition to emergency response, its apparatus and equipment will be used 
by career personnel to perform routine duties such as physical fitness training, public fire and rescue safety 
education programs, fire prevention inspections, fire and EMS training, pre-fire planning, mapping, etc. Any 
activities outside of the companies first due response area must be approved by the company Chief or their 
designee. 

C. It is the responsibility of the Companies to maintain all apparatus and equipment that is in service in proper 
safe working order. While vehicle maintenance and repair is the responsibility of the Companies, career 
personnel will participate to a shared responsibility of cleaning and minor preventative maintenance. Career 
personnel may make minor repairs to apparatus and equipment when such repairs are within their mechanical 
capability and the Company Chief or designee has authorized the work. 

D. Volunteer and career personnel shall ensure operational readiness and shall perform daily apparatus and 
equipment inspections and testing. Deficiencies found shall I be noted and reported to the appropriate Company 
Chief. 

II. TRAINING 

A. Volunteer and Career personnel shall maintain a knowledge and skill level proficient with their appropriate 
assigned Fire and EMS duties through a curriculum mutually established by the County and the Operations 
Team. 

B. The Company will be assisted with its training program as available and requested. The development and 
facilitation of countywide courses will be coordinated through the County Fire and Rescue Training Committee 
and provided to Clarke County Fire and Rescue volunteers at no cost, if approved in the annual budget process. 

C. From time to time, one or more career staff may be sent to special training programs. When this occurs, the 
Vacant position will be filled with either a qualified volunteer (approved by the Company Chief or his designee) 
or a full or part-time Career employee. 

12. INSURANCE AND LIABILITY 

A. Each party will cooperate with the other in risk prevention programs to reduce the risk of bodily injury, 
property damage, and any consequential liability. 

B. Each party shall provide insurance or a program of self-insurance which will cover damage or loss to real or 
personal property caused by negligent acts or omissions by their members or employees. 

C. Subject to annual review and aQProval by the Board of Su ervisors, the County shall provide an acciden~ 
olicy for the Companies. 

13. MODIFICATION 
A This Agreement may be amended or modified only by a written document, signed by the parties hereto. 
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B. The parties recognize that this Agreement cannot address every policy or procedural issue that may be 
encountered, and they do state their intention to review this Agreement annually to identify appropriate 
additions or modifications. 

14. TERMINATION 
A. This Agreement may be terminated by either party by six (6) months written notice to the other party. 

B. This Agreement shall terminate in the event of dissolution of the Company. The Company may be dissolved 
by voluntary dissolution by the Company or pursuant to the provisions of Virginia code 27-1 0. 

('. Since the a:,set:. of the Com pan) were deri'< ed through pub I ic contribution:;, the C'ompan~ agree·; in the event 
of dissolution for any rea~,on to "est title to all land. huildings. apparatu·;, and equipment to the Count). te-a 

·1 own lif the Compan) ·~·station is located in the rov.n). or an organization that will he committed to carr) ing 
on the Company't; public safet) mi~;~.ion to the citizem. of the County. 

15 GENERAL 
A. This document supersedes any and all prior agreements, either written or verbal, entered into between these 
parties to the extent that the subject matter of any prior agreements is addressed or related to the subject matter 
of this document. 

B. This agreement defines the working relationship between the County and the Company. Except as expressly 
provided to the contrary, nothing in this agreement creates a standard of conduct or a standard of care with 
respect to citizens, employees, or volunteers. 

C. It is agreed that each party to this agreement acknowledges its role in providing fire and rescue services to 
the citizens of Clarke County, Virginia. It is further agreed that the relationship between the County, the 
Company, and their members and employees, shall reflect an attitude of cooperation toward the achievement of 
effective and efficient fire and rescue services for County citizens. 

D. The parties agree to plan, develop and maintain a strategic plan for the future needs of the fire and rescue 
system of which will be reviewed annually and will include a five and ten year projected plan. The strategic 
planning group shall consist of the CCES Director, the Operations Team, the Board liaison, the County 
Administrator, the Association President or their designees as well as career and volunteer field personnel as 
designated. 

E. The parties each express their intent to work together to develop and/or rev1se Standard Operating 
Procedures. 

F. By this Agreement and agreements with other fire and rescue companies the County is providing for fire and 
rescue services to its citizens by using both government-employed (career) personnel and personnel of the 
Companies, and the Companies shall be deemed an instrumentality of the County for purposes of Virginia Code 
27-23.6. 

Harold Rohde, Chief Bryan Conrad, Chief 
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John H. Enders Vol. Fire & Rescue Co. 

Jason Burns, Chief 
Blue Ridge Vol. Fire & Rescue Co. 

David Ash, Administrator 
County Of Clarke 

Boyce Vol. Fire & Rescue Co. 

Donald Jackson, Director 
Clarke County Emergency Services 

Michael Hobert, Chair 
County of Clarke, Board of Supervisors 
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Clarke County Emergency Services 

To: David Ash, County Administrator 

From: Donald T Jackson, Director EMS 

Date: 3/6/2014 

Re: Uniform and Gear cost estimates 

These prices are estimates based upon current pricing from current county vendors. Prices include 
lettering unless noted All PPE researched meet NFPA, DOT, ANSI and OSHA requirements. 

Personal Protective Equipment 

Helmet Cairns N5A (Fire store) $611 

Hood PAC 2 PBI (Fire store) $47 

Gloves Shelby 5291 (Fire store) $112 

Extrication Gloves Ringers Barrier I (Fire store) $50 

Turnout Coat MP (Fire store) $1354 

Turnout Pants MP (Fire store) $837 

Suspenders MP (Fire store) $34 

Structural Boots Hiax fire hunter (Fire store) $294 

Total per employee $ 3339 

1 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 177 of 493



Daily Uniforms 

Winter Jacket Parka (Galls JA5 14) ANSI 3 

Windbreaker (Signet) 

Boots Hiax R1 (Galls FW460) 

Station Shoes Hiax R7 (Galls FW266) 

Caps (Signet) 

Knit Caps (Signet) 

Job Shirts (Signet) $60 4/each 

$260 Plus local lettering 

$40 

$220 

$175 

$12 

$11 

$240 

Pants (Galls TR357 Navy) $45 4/each $180 

Shorts (Galls TR361 Navy) $35 2/each $70 

T-Shirts (Signet) 

Polo Shirts (Signet) 

Total per employee 

$24 4/each 

$25 4/each 

Class "A" and "B" Uniforms 

Coat "A" (Galls JA 771) 

Pants "A" (Galls TRI21) 

Shirt "8" (Galls SH1438) 

Gloves "A" (Galls GL098) 

Patches and buttons "A&B" 

Badge and insignia "A&B" 

Hat "A" (Galls HW511) 

Shoes "A" (Galls FW580) 

Total per employee 

$96 

$100 

$1404 

$200 

$45 

$25 

$8 

$90 

$150 

$62 

$100 

$680 

March 6, 2014 

2 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 178 of 493



March 6, 2014 

Total per employee $5423 

3 
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CLARKE COUNTY EMERGENCY SERVICE 

VOLUNTEER COVERAGE FORM 

Date: 

N arne Of Volunteer Providing Coverage: 
Signature of Volunteer Providing Coverage: _______________ _ 
Station I Shift: 

-------------------

Date Of Coverage: 
Start Time: 
End Time: 

Total Time: 

N arne Of Career Employee Being Covered: 

Emergency Service Director Signature Date: 
----------
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Under Construction is an orientation package that 

will be given to all new part time employees and 

will contain the following: 

• The hourly pay rate 

• Fire call staffing 

• Written complaint form 

• Daily, weekly, and monthly duties 

• QA/QI policy 

• EMS/Fire Apparatus check forms 

• Image Trend software Training check list 

• Turnout gear inspection form 

• Release to drive Enders Apparatus form 

• Uniform Policy 

• PPE Policy 

• Running order of Apparatus 

• Pertinent Enders/County SOP's 

There will be an orientation shift spent with either current full 

time or part time employees before they are released to go on 
shift as 2nd person 

-- - --------

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 181 of 493



Clarke County Emergency Service 

Under Construction is a Turnout Gear Inspection 

and agreement for responsibility for damage~ 

temporary use form 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Under Construction is the uniform policy 

This will be completed when decision is made of what uniforms can be 

purchased 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Under Construction is the use of PPE policy 

This will be in addition to current policy to include all part time 

employees 
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Clarke County Emergency Service 

Under Construction is Running Order of Enders 

Apparatus 

This will let the employee know what apparatus is due for response 

specific to the call type, please see example used at Gainesboro 

Volunteer Fire and Rescue 
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GAINESBORO FIRE AND RESCUE COMPANY 

Running Order of Apparatus 

First Due Residential Structure/Chimney Fire in NON-Hydranted Area: 
1. Engine (Wagon if limited access) 

2. Tanker 

3. Tower 

4. Ambulance 

5. Wagon 

First Due Residential Structure/Chimney Fire in Hydranted Area: 
1. Wagon 

2. Tower 

3. Ambulance 

4. Engine 

First Due Commercial Structure Fire in NON-Hydranted Area: 
1. Engine (Wagon if limited access) 

2. Tanker 

3. Tower 
4. Ambulance 

5. Wagon 

First Due Commercial Structure Fire in Hydranted Area: 
1. Wagon 

2. Tower 

3. Ambulance 

4. Engine 
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Second (3rd or 4th) Due Residential Structure/Chimney Fire in NON-Hydranted 
Area: 

1. Tanker 
2. Wagon 
3. Tower 
4. Engine 

Second Due (3rd or 4th) Residential Structure/Chimney Fire in Hydranted 
Area: 

1. Wagon 
2. Tower 
3. Engine 

Second Due (3rd or 4th) Commercial Structure Fire in NON-Hydranted Area: 
1. Tanker 
2. Tower 
3. Wagon 
4. Engine 

Second Due (3rd or 4th) Commercial Structure Fire in Hydranted Area: 
1. Tower 
2. Wagon 
3. Engine 

****** Anytime a Unit is dispatched alone (i.e.: Tanker 16 to an area in the county 
where Engine Company 16 is not due, Engine Company to assist Winchester, Tower 
16 to chimney fire in 19's area, Brush 16 to Morgan County) only that unit will 
respond. Also, if the Tanker is due on the call, and it is not in our first due, it must go 
first (even if driver only) .. This is at the discretion ofthe officer in charge. 

Vehicle Fire: 
1. Engine (Wagon if limited access) 
2. Tanker (if needed) 
3. Ambulance 

Auto Accident (no fire reported): 
1. 1 st Ambulance 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 187 of 493



2. Engine 
3. 2nct Ambulance 

Auto Accident (fire reported): 
1. Engine 
2. 1st Ambulance 
3. 2 nd Ambulance 

Woods or Grass Fire: 
1. Attack 
2. Tanker 
3. Brush 
4. Wagon/Engine (if needed) 

Wires down, Tree in Roadway, Tree on Powerlines, Flooded Basement, 
Transformer Fire: 

1. Attack 

***Rotate the ambulances so that 16-1 runs as the first out ambulance during the odd 
months, and 16-2 runs as the first out ambulance on the even months.*** 

*****NOTE: These are guidelines that should be followed whenever possible, 
however it is understood that every call is different and may require a change of 
response (i.e.: If Engine 16 is out of service Wagon 16 will respond, If limited access 
is suspected Attack 16 will respond in place of Wagon/Engine, If ALS16 is out of 
service a medic will respond on the medic unit or mobile. In any event, common 
sense must prevail. 

Donald T. Jackson 

Chief of Department 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of Supervisors 
FR: Thomas Judge, Director of Joint Administrative Services 
DT: March 10, 2014 
RE March Finance Committee 

1. FY 14 Supplemental Appropriations. The Finance Committee recommends the following 

action: 

"Be it resolved that budgeted expenditures and appropriations for Emergency Medical 

Service part-time salaries be increased $25,000 to provide additional coverage, and be 

it fitrther resolved that the designation for government savings be reduced in the same 

anwunt. " 

2. Sheriff Part Time Salaries. The Finance Committee recommends the following action: 

"Be it resolved that the Sherif! be authorized to use savings in his authorized budget for 

jitll-time salaries in his budget for part-time salaries for the purpose of reducing leave 

balances. " 

3. FY 15 Budget Deliberations. New documents, if any, will be presented at the meeting. 

4. Acceptance of February Bills and Claims. Acceptance of Bills and Claims is recommended. 

5. Standing Reports. The following are included: FY 14 General Fund Balance, 

Reconciliation of Appropriations, General Govemment Expenditure Summary, Conservation 

Easement Authority, General Government Capital Projects. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 189 of 493



VOUCHi Fis Month Invoice ID 

Fiscal Year: 2014 

EXPENDITURES 

DEFINITION TYPE 0 

100-000-11010-3600 ADVERTISING 

VENDOR: WINCHESTER STAR 
1 FEBRUARY 1651188 
2 

3 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

1651188 
1651188 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

HEARING JAN 21 
HEARING FEB 18 
HEARING JAN 21 

Total for 100-000-11010-3600 

100-000-11010-5230 TELECOMHUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
5 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

100-000-12110-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
2 FEBRUARY X02012014 GOVT ADMIN 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
11 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
33 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-12110-5230 

100-000-12110-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
3 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 
3 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00072337 

FUEL PURCHASES 01/31-01/31 
FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 

Total for 100-000-12110-6008 

100-000-12110-6009 VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
1 FEBRUARY 3396-02/09/14 BEST BUY 

100-000-12210-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR; HALL, MONAHAN, ENGLE, ~~HAN & MITCHELL 
2 FEBRUARY HALL02052014 LEGAL SERVICES JAN 2014 

100-000-12310-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDORI TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
3 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDORI VERIZON 
34 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-12310-5230 

100-000-12310-5510 TRAVEL MILEAGE 

VENDOR: PEAKE, DONNA 
1 FEBRUARY PEAKE02052014 MILEAGE CONFERENCE 

100-000-12310-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: PEAKE, DONNA 
2 FEBRUARY PEAKE02052014 MEALS/HOTEL 

CK/EFT f 

5436 
5436 
5523 

5396 

79240 

5396 

79232 

5480 
5480 

79248 

5466 

5396 

79232 

5417 

5417 

CK/EFT Date 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

PAGE: 1 
TIME: 14:01125 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

145.15 
100.10 
143.00 

------------------
388.25 

2.32 

47.30 

3.80 

9.06 

60.16 

108.77 
59.48 

168.25 

115.81 

532.50 

2,53 

6.04 

8.57 

161.28 

320.43 
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VOUCH-I Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

100-000-12410-3190 DMV STOP FEES 

VENDOR: DMV 
1 FEBRUARY 14031415 STOP FEES 

100-000-12410-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR: RICOH USA INC 
1 FEBRUARY 5029477893 11/12 - 02/11 

100-000-12410-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR I TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
25 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
35 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-12410-5230 

100-000-12410-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY 12564 CONFERENCE REGISTRATION 

FEBRUARY 18474 CONFERENCE REGISTRATION 

Total for 100-000-12410-5540 

100-000-12510-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: MATSCH SYSTEMS 
1 FEBRUARY 1986 MARCH 2014 

100-000-12510-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR: AVAYA, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 2732951438 01/20 - 02/19 

VENDOR I PEOPLE GIS INC 

s. 
L. 

1 FEBRUARY 1583 ANNUAL MAPSONLINE SERVICES 

Total for 100-000-12510-3320 

100-000-12510-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
9 FEBRUARY X02012014 GOVT IT 

VENDOR: COMCAST 
1 FEBRUARY 28536108 ACTIVITY THRU 02/14 

VENDOR! TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
16 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR I VERIZON 
36 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 
2 FEBRUARY 9950007176 JAN 25 - FEB 24 

Total for 100-000-12510-5230 

100-000-12510-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: ROBERT W FULLER 
1 FEBRUARY FULLER02182014 MILEAGE 

100-000-12510-8207 BOP EQUIPMENT 

VENDOR I BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 3396-02/09/14 METROLINE DIRECT 
3 FEBRUARY 3396-02/09/14 NEW EGG 

CK/EFT t CK/EFT Date 

79266 02/28/2014 $ 

79314 02/28/2014 $ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

79340 02/28/2014 $ 
79340 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

5482 02/28/2014 $ 

5441 02/28/2014 $ 

79305 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

79240 02/28/2014 $ 

79256 02/28/2014 $ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 
79233 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

5462 02/28/2014 $ 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 
79248 02/28/2014 $ 

PAGE: 2 
TIME: 14:01125 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

40.00 

44.42 

5.09 

3.02 

8.11 

150.00 
150.00 

------------------
300.00 

200.00 

1,249.22 

4,000.00 

------------------
5,249.22 

110.88 

850.00 

1,056.85 

177.70 
219.99 

------------------
2,415.42 

31.56 

788.00 
167.85 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By1 gilleya 

VOUCHl! Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

VENDOR: DALY COMPUTERS, INC, 
1 FEBRUARY PSI0970275 LASERJET 400 COLOR 

Total for 100-000-12510-8207 

100-000-13100-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR: ELECTION SYSTEMS & SOFTWARE, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 873545 USAGE AGREEMENT/SUPPORT 

100-000-13200-5230 TELECOMHUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
11 FEBRUARY X02012014 REGISTRAR 

VENDORl TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
22 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDORI VERIZON 
37 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-13200-5230 

100-000-13200-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
4 FEBRUARY 0350-02/09/14 COMMONWEALTH PK SUITES RIC 

100-000-21200-3150 LEGAL 

VENDOR: CLARKE CO GENERAL DISTRICT COURT 
1 FEBRUARY 006286038 PUBLIC DEFENDER FEES 

100-000-21200-5210 POSTAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: POSTMASTER 
1 FEBRUARY BOX 612 POST OFFICE BOX RENTAL 

100-000-21200-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
15 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
38 FEBRUARY 
2 FEBRUARY 

00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 
00092572601596Y JAN 26 - FEB 25 

Total for 100-000-21200-5230 

100-000-21300-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: COUNTY OF FREDERICK, VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY ACCT9 1/17/2014 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

100-000-21500-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDORI TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
17 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDORI VERIZON 
39 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-21500-5230 

100-000-21600-3510 MICROFILMING 

VENDOR: LOGAN SYSTEMS, INC 
1 FEBRUARY 45161 COMPUTER INDEXING 

100-000-21600-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

CK/EFT f 

5455 

79267 

79240 

5396 

79232 

79248 

79190 

79211 

5396 

79232 
79232 

5391 

5396 

79232 

5477 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

PAGE: 
TIME I 

3 
14:01:25 

DATEI 03/06/2014 

Amount 

568.00 

1,523.85 

4,701.86 

47.30 

3.21 

3.02 

53.53 

144.16 

247.50 

106.00 

112.32 

45.37 
128.32 

286.01 

24.29 

6.92 

38.77 

45.69 

481.87 
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VOUCH# Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
9 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR I VERIZON 
40 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-21600-5230 

100-000-21900-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR I TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
26 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
41 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-21900-5230 

100-000-22100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
10 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
42 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-22100-5230 

100-000-31200-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY 239847 CALIBRATION FEES 

100-000-31200-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-79462 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-79656 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-79962 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-79983 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80225 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80226 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80230 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80231 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80233 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80298 LABOR 
2 FEBRUARY 5370-80440 LABOR 

VENDOR: BROY'S CAR WASH 
1 FEBRUARY 01/31/2014 CAR WASHES 

VENDOR: TELTRONIC 
1 FEBRUARY 538540 REPLACED ANTENNA CONNECTOR 
1 FEBRUARY 539222 CHECKED RADIO OPERATIONS 

Total for 100-000-31200-3310 

100-000-31200-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR: EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK, LLC. 
3 FEBRUARY ECN-015859 CODE RED WEATHER WARNING 0 

FEBRUARY ECN015858 CODE RED EXTENSION FOR 02/ 

VENDOR: SOUTHERN SOFTWARE, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 231246 RENEWAL SUPPORT FEE 

VENDOR: TML COPIERS & DIGITAL SOLUTIONS 
1 FEBRUARY 157945 EXCESS COPIES 

Total for 100-000-31200-3320 

CK/EFT # CK/EFT Date 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

79338 02/28/2014 $ 

5442 02/28/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5442 02/28/2014 $ 
5442 02/28/2014 $ 

5384 02/14/2014 $ 

5430 02/14/2014 $ 
5512 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

79268 02/28/2014 $ 
79268 02/28/2014 $ 

5508 02/28/2014 $ 

5432 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGE: 
TIME: 

4 
14:01:25 

DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

5.37 

69.44 

------------------
74.81 

8.86 

3.02 

------------------
11.88 

8.36 

9.06 

------------------
17.42 

16.03 

15.00 
5.00 

35.00 
35.00 
15.00 
15.00 
35.00 
20.00 
35.00 
50.00 
30.00 

131.00 

92.88 
86.25 

------------------
600.13 

4,250.00 
9,044.83 

4,998.00 

145.64 

------------------
18,438.47 
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VOUCHll Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

100-000-31200-5210 POSTAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
3 FEBRUARY 6558-02/09/14 USPS 

100-000-31200-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
1 FEBRUARY X02012014 SHERIFF 
7 FEBRUARY X02012014 SHERIFF'S DEPT 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
23 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
43 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-31200-5230 

100-000-31200-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: ROPER, ANTHONY W. 
1 FEBRUARY ROPER01242014 CONFERENCE PAYMENT 

VENDOR: TRAVIS M SUMPTION 
1 FEBRUARY SUMPTION0124201 CONFERENCE PAYMENT 

Total for 100-000-31200-5540 

100-000-31200-5810 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

VENDOR: VALEAC 
1 FEBRUARY ANNUAL DUBS 2014 ANNUAL DUES 

100-000-31200-6001 OFFICE SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
1 FEBRUARY 2074-02/09/14 LATHEM THIE CORPORATION 

FEBRUARY 2074-02/09/14 APPLE !TUNES STORE 
5 FEBRUARY 2074-02/09/14 APPLE !TUNES STORE 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 
1 FEBRUARY 10066598 BATTERY 

VENDOR: DEHAVEN BERKELEY SPRINGS WATER CORP. 
1 FEBRUARY 600021 DECEMBER/JANUARY 
1 FEBRUARY RT03-001253 WATER 

Total for 100-000-31200-6001 

100-000-31200-6007 REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 
1 FEBRUARY 5370-79462 OIL/FILTER 

FEBRUARY 5370-79656 LAMP 
FEBRUARY 5370-79703 DEICER/RAINX 

1 FEBRUARY 5370-79962 FILTER/OIL/WASHER FLUID 
1 FEBRUARY 5370-79983 BATTERY/SENSOR 
1 FEBRUARY 5370-80225 1-1/2 TT .453 
1 FEBRUARY 5370-80226 OIL FILTER/OIL 
1 FEBRUARY 5370-80230 OIL/FILTER/WASHER 

FEBRUARY 5_370-80231 BATTERY 
FEBRUARY 5370-80233 OIL FILTER/OIL/WASHER FLUI 

FEBRUARY 5370-80298 OIL FILTER/WASHER FLUID/OI 

1 FEBRUARY 5370-80440 1-1/2 TT .453 RECYCLING FE 

1 FEBRUARY 5370-80490 WIPER BLADES 

VENDOR: CHIEF SUPPLY CORP 
1 FEBRUARY 397402 BRACKET LICENSE/HORIZONTAL 

VENDOR: TIRE WORLD 

CK/EFT t CK/EFT Date 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 

79240 02/28/2014 $ 
79240 02/28/2014 $ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

5499 02/28/2014 $ 

5428 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

79227 02/14/2014 $ 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 
79248 02/28/2014 $ 
79248 02/28/2014 $ 

5442 02/28/2014 $ 

79195 02/14/2014 $ 
79264 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

5442 02/28/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5378 02/14/2014 $ 
5442 02/28/2014 $ 
5442 02/28/2014 $ 
5442 02/28/2014 $ 

79253 02/28/2014 $ 

PAGEl 5 
TIHEI 14:01:25 
DATEl 03/06/2014 

Amount 

9.58 

759.80 
657.74 

15.35 

115.95 

------------------
1,548.84 

150.00 

150.00 

300.00 

100.00 

41. 18 
9.99 
7.99 

11.99 

18.00 
18.90 

------------------
108.05 

19.99 
1. 25 
6.64 

21.82 
192.75 

3.12 
16.79 
19.48 

114 ,18 
21.46 
23.46 

6.24 
38.42 

242.34 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

VOUCHf Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

580771 
589074 
590137 

TIRES 
TIRES 
TIRE 

Total for 100-000-31200-6007 

100-000-31200-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
1 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071274 
1 FEBRUA.RY SQLCD/00071644 

FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 
FUEL PURCHASES 01/16-01/31 

Total for 100-000-31200-6008 

100-000-31200-6011 UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
1 FEBRUARY 6665-02/09/14 FESTIVAL DRY CLEANERS 

VENDOR I BEST UNIFORMS, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 324922 SHIRT/HASHMARK/PANTS 
1 FEBRUARY 326036 SHIRT 
1 FEBRUARY 326410 SHIRT/HASH MARK 
1 FEBRUARY 326758 JACKET 
1 FEBRUARY 327376 HASH MARK 

VENDOR I CHIEF SUPPLY CORP 
1 FEBRUARY 388699 SAFETY VEST 

Total for 100-000-31200-6011 

100-000-31200-6017 AMMUNITION 

VENDOR: ATLANTIC TACTICAL 
1 FEBRUARY SI-80462314 AMMUNITION 

100-000-32100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
12 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
44 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-32100-5230 

100-000-32100-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
6 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 FUEL PURCHASES 
5 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00072337 FUEL PURCHASES 

Total for 100-000-32100-6008 

100-000-32100-6011 UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 

VENDOR: GALLS, AN ARARMARK CO., LLC 

01/31-01/31 
02/01 - 02/ 

1 FEBRUARY 001490897 TACTICAL RIGGERS BELT 

100-000-33300-5230 TELECOMHUNICATIONS 

VENDORI TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
21 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEHBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
45 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-33300-5230 

100-000-34100-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

CK/EFT f 

79333 
79222 
79333 

5480 
5480 

79248 

5380 
5444 
5444 
5444 
5444 

79253 

5377 

5396 

79232 

5480 
5480 

79201 

5396 

79232 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGEt 6 
TIMEt 14:01:25 
DATEt 03/06/2014 

Amount 

467.04 
243.46 
262.66 

1,701.10 

3,216.82 
2,884.56 

6,101.38 

84.90 

138.65 
78.00 

181.65 
140.00 

3.00 

33.48 

------------------
659.68 

127.72 

3.31 

39.45 

42.76 

60.22 
27.98 

88.20 

46.40 

5.01 

3.02 

8.03 
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VOUCHi Fis Month Invoice ID 

VENDOR: RICOH USA INC 
1 FEBRUARY 5029495633 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

11/13-02/12 

100-000-34100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
5 FEBRUARY X02012014 BUILDING DEPT 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
6 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2 013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
46 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-34100-5230 

100-000-34100-5810 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

VENDOR! VBCOA 
1 FEBRUARY MEMBERSHIP14 MEMBERSHIP DUES 

100-000-34100-6001 OFFICE SUPPLIES 

VENDOR! BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 0350-02/09/14 ROLLABELS 

100-000-34100-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
2 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 
2 FEBRUARY SQLC0/00072337 

FUEL PURCHASES 01/31-01/31 
FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 

Total for 100-000-34100-6008 

100-000-35100-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
10 FEBRUARY 0350-02/09/14 HEALTH PROFESSIONAL LICENS 

VENDOR: HILLSIDE VETERINARY HOSPITAL 
1 FEBRUARY 334253 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
1 

ROSEVILLE VET HOSP/PLAZA PET CLINIC 
FEBRUARY 109212 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

FEBRUARY 109216 
FEBRUARY 109257 
FEBRUARY 109538 
FEBRUARY 109557 
FEBRUARY 109674 
FEBRUARY 109814 
FEBRUARY 109882 
FEBRUARY 109991 
FEBRUARY 110200 
FEBRUARY 110232 
FEBRUARY 110253 
FEBRUARY 110452 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

Total for 100-000-35100-3100 

100-000-35100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR! AT&T MOBILITY 
3 FEBRUARY X02012014 ANIMAL CONTROL 

VENDOR! TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
2 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
47 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-35100-5230 

CK/EFT t 

79314 

79240 

5396 

79232 

79228 

79248 

5480 
5480 

79248 

5470 

79214 
79214 
79214 
79214 
79214 
79214 
79315 
79315 
79315 
79315 
79315 
79315 
79315 

79240 

5396 

79232 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGE: 
TIME: 

7 
14:01:25 

DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

69.98 

12.60 

7.95 

6.04 

26.59 

70.00 

35.15 

95.90 
50.61 

146.51 

90.00 

128.32 

16.25 
79.94 
48.75 
16.25 
97.93 
44.89 
47.97 

493.30 
127.40 
366.64 
32.50 
32.50 
97.50 

1,720.14 

12.60 

4.48 

31.05 

48.13 
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VOUCH# Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

100-000-35100-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR I 
3 

BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
FEBRUARY 0872-02/09/2014 
FEBRUARY 0872-02/09/2014 

VA FEDERATION OF HUMANE SO 
VA FEDERATION OF HUMANE SO 

Total for 100-000-35100-5540 

100-000-35100-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
1 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 
1 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00072337 

FUEL PURCHASES 01/31-01/31 
FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 

Total for 100-000-35100-6008 

100-000-35600-3000 PURCHASED SERVICES 

VENDORI LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES, INC, 
3 FEBRUARY 3317816 INTERPRETATION 

100-000-35600-3330 SOFTWARE LICENSES 

VENDOR I 
1 

EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK, LLC. 
FEBRUARY ECN-015859 

2 FEBRUARY ECN-015859 

Total for 100-000-35600-3330 

100-000-35600-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT& T 
1 FEBRUARY 059082-6049001 LONG DIST CALLS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
6 FEBRUARY X02012014 E-911 DEPT 

VENDOR: COMCAST 
2 FEBRUARY 01626754926026 02/01 - 02/28 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDOR: LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 3317816 INTERPRETATION 
2 FEBRUARY 3317816 INTERPRETATION 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
2 FEBRUARY 00001224519338Y 02/01-02/28 
48 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 
2 FEBRUARY 00081080039332Y 02/01 - 02/28 

Total for 100-000-35600-5230 

100-000-35600-5420 TOWER LEASE 

VENDOR I 
1 

SHEN. VALLEY TELEVISION TOWER 
FEBRUARY ~ffiRCH14 RENT TOWER LEASE MARCH RENT 

100-000-35600-6001 OFFICE SUPPLIES 

VENDORI BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
4 FEBRUARY 6558-02/09/14 STAPLES 

100-000-35600-6011 UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
1 FEBRUARY 6558-02/09/14 
5 FEBRUARY 6558-02/09/14 

KOHLS 
KOHLS 

CK/EFT f 

79248 
79248 

5480 
5480 

79291 

79268 
79268 

79238 

79240 

79191 

5396 

79291 
79291 

79345 
79232 
79345 

5425 

79248 

79248 
79248 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

PAGEl 
TIME I 

8 
14:01:25 

DATEI 03/06/2014 

Amount 

267.49 
267.49 

534.98 

62.78 
50.04 

112.82 

29.65 

13,294.83 
13,294.83-

0.00 

24.24 

94.60 

82.25 

399.98 

29.65 
29.65-

1,296.67 
107.76 
36.20 

------------------
2,041. 70 

2,070.00 

29.90 

142.16 
155.74 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

VOUCH# Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

Total for 100-000-35600-6011 

100-000-35600-6032 911 EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 6558-02/09/14 

FEBRUARY 6632-02/09/14 
NECI 
SCITENT 

Total for 100-000-35600-6032 

100-000-42400-3840 PURCHASED SERVICES 

VENDOR: COUNTY OF FREDERICK, VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY 2105-0002 REFUSE DISPOSAL 

FEBRUARY ACCT 9 02142014 REFUSE 
2 FEBRUARY ACCT9 1/17/2014 PURCHASED SERVICES 

Total for 100-000-42400-3840 

100-000-42600-3000 PURCHASED SERVICES 

VENDOR: ALLIED WASTE SERVICES 1976 
1 FEBRUARY 0976-000330455 RENTAL 

100-000-42700-3840 PURCHASED SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
1 

FREDERICK-WINCHESTER SERVICE AUTHORITY 
FEBRUARY 157 DECEMBER 2013 

2 FEBRUARY 157 JANUARY 2014 MONTHLY SERVI 

Total for 100-000-42700-3840 

100-000-43200-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

BROY & SON PUMP SERVICE, INC. VENDOR: 
1 FEBRUARY 19939 PLOWED 01/02 STORM 
1 FEBRUARY 19963 PLOWED STORM 01/21 

Total for 100-000-43200-3310 

100-000-43200-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR: ALLIED WASTE SERVICES t976 
1 FEBRUARY 0976-000329184 BASIC SERVICE 

VENDOR: SERVICE MASTER JANITORIAL SERVICES, INC, 
1 FEBRUARY 1518 CLEANING SERVICES 

Total for 100-000-43200-3320 

100-000-43200-3600 ADVERTISING 

VENDOR: WINCHESTER STAR 
2 FEBRUARY 1679471 RFP ADVERTISING 

100-000-43200-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR I 
1 

DEHAVEN BERKELEY SPRINGS WATER CORP. 
FEBRUARY 600126 WATER 
FEBRUARY RT03-001246 WATER 

Total for 100-000-43200-5130 

100-000-43200-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: AT&T MOBILITY 
4 FEBRUARY X02012014 GOVT MAINT 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
4 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 
18 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

CK/EFT f. 

79248 
79248 

5391 
5453 
5391 

5438 

5400 
5461 

5383 
5383 

5374 

5421 

5436 

79195 
79264 

79240 

5396 
5396 

CK/EFT Date 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

PAGE: 9 
TIME: 14:01125 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

297.90 

267.95 
253.00 

520.95 

187.80 
4,996.76 
5,076.21 

------------------
10,260.77 

150.00 

2,264.64 
2,264.64 

4,529.28 

1,200.00 
1,200.00 

717.95 

2,942.96 

3,660.91 

125.13 

22.00 
6.95 

28.95 

132.40 

2.54 
4.84 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed Byl gilleya 

VOUCH'i Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
49 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-43200-5230 

100-000-43200-6005 LAUNDRY, HOUSEKEEPING, & JANITORIAL 

VENDOR: GENERAL SALES OF VIRGINIA 
1 FEBRUARY 214001381 CAN LINER/TOWELS/CLEANER 

100-000-43200-6007 REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 0872-02/09/2014 CELLULAR OUTFITTERS 

VENDOR! BERRYVILLE TRUE VALUE HARDWARE 
1 FEBRUARY 067115 56147 - MELTER 

VENDOR: 
2 

FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

067280 
067334 

W W GRAINGER, INC 
FEBRUARY 9357966846 

56171 - GLUE 
56171 -PLUG 

SNOW PUSHER 
1 FEBRUARY 9361439582 OFFSET PIPE WRENCH 

VENDOR I LOWE'S OF WINCHESTER 
1 FEBRUARY 1810 ICE MELT 

VENDOR: SHANNON-BAUH SIGNS INC 
1 FEBRUARY 0193380-IN NAME SIGNS 
1 FEBRUARY 0193555-IN WHITE E/G I-SIDED 

Total for 100-000-43200-6007 

100-000-43200-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDOR: MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
4 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 FUEL PURCHASES 01/31-01/31 
5 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00071602 FUEL PURCHASES 01/31-01/31 
4 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00072337 FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 

Total for 100-000-43200-6008 

100-000-43200-6009 VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 

CK/EFT f-

79232 

5401 

79248 

5379 
5443 
5443 

79275 
79275 

79295 

5423 
5505 

5480 
5480 
5480 

1 FEBRUARY 5370-79963 HEATER CORE/HOSE CONNECTOR 5378 

VENDOR: WINCHESTER EQUIPMENT COMPANY 
1 FEBRUARY A12499 JOHN DEERE GATOR WORK 5521 

Total for 100-000-43200-6009 

100-000-43202-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
4 

HALL, MONAHAN, ENGLE, MAHAN & MITCHELL 
FEBRUARY HALL02052014 LEGAL SERVICES JAN 2014 JO 

100-000-43202-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR! ARC WATER TREATMENT OF MARYLAND, INC, 
5 FEBRUARY 361369 FEBRUARY SERVICE 

VENDOR! 
2 
1 

RIDDLEBERGER BROS INC 
FEBRUARY 81184 
FEBRUARY 81504 

LABOR/MATERIALS WORK ON CH 
BOILER 2 FLAME FAILURES 

Total for 100-000-43202-3310 

100-000-43202-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 

5466 

5376 

5420 
5497 

CK/EFT Date 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGE: 10 
TIME: 14:01125 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

31.05 

170 0 83 

211.22 

113. 86 

337.20 
3.99 
3.99 

60.95 
41.70 

316.19 

1,987.80 
197.50 

------------------
3,063.18 

84 0 57 
187.50 
484.24 

------------------
756.31 

380.06 

1,308.31 

1,688.37 

206.91 

68.97 

3,260.40 
947.62 

4,276.99 
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VOUCHt Fis Month Invoice ID 

VENDOR I SERVI~E MASTER JANITORIAL 
2 FEBRUARY 1518 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed Byl gi11eya 

DESCRIPTION 

SERVICES, INC. 
CLEANING SERVICES 

100-000-43202-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR I RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COHPANY 
3 FEBRUARY 1149385761 101 CHALMERS 12/11-01/09 

100-000-43202-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR: WASHINGTON GAS 

3 FEBRUARY 3980059517 101 CHALMERS CT 

100-000-43202-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
3 FEBRUARY 4190099.00 9B 101 CHALMERS 

100-000-43202-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR I BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 
1 FEBRUARY 8906A-FREIGHT FREIGHT CHARGES 

100-000-43205-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR I RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
3 FEBRUARY 4455288888 129 RAMSBURG LN 12/15-01/1 

100-000-43205-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR! QUARLES ENERGY SERVICES 
1 FEBRUARY 83708 MAINT FACILITY 

100-000-43205-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
3 

TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
FEBRUARY 9001800,00 98 MAINT FACILITY 12/20-02/10 

100-000-43206-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR! FIDELITY ENGINEERING CORPORATION 
1 FEBRUARY 577383 REPAIRS COMPLETED PER QUOT 

100-000-43206-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 

VENDOR: FIDELITY ENGINEERING CORPORATION 
1 FEBRUARY 595499 SERVICE BILLING 
1 FEBRUARY 595500 SERVICE BILLING 

Total for 100-000-43206-3320 

100-000-43206-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
5 

RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
FEBRUARY 2048188888 
FEBRUARY 889418888 

104 N CHURCH ST 12/12-01/1 
1531 SPRINGSBBRRY RD 12/18 

Total for 100-000-43206-5110 

100-000-43206-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR! WASHING70N GAS 
2 FEBRUARY 3980048510 100 N CHURCH ST 

100-000-43206-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
1 

DEHAVEN BERKELEY SPRINGS WATER CORP. 
FEBRUARY 600022 WATER 
FEBRUARY RT03-001247 WATER 

VENDOR: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 

CK/EFT f. 

5421 

5494 

79320 

79336 

5442 

5494 

79311 

79336 

5459 

5459 
5459 

5494 
5494 

79320 

79195 
79264 

CK/EFT Date 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

PAGEl 11 
TIMEI 14:01:25 
OATEI 03/06/2014 

Amount 

1,885.59 

2,248.64 

1,151.71 

120.63 

7.63 

210.79 

1,486.62 

17.00 

628.00 

310.00 
310.00 

620.00 

674.87 
166.80 

841.67 

787.62 

18.00 
6.95 
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VOUCH# Fis Month 

1 FEBRUARY 

Invoice ID 

1004000.00 98 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

100 N CHURCH ST 12/19-02/1 

Total for 100-000-43206-5130 

100-000-43207-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR: NATIONAL ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERV., INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 0141276 ROUTINE INSPECTION 

100-000-43207-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR! RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
4 FEBRUARY 2048188888 102 N CHURCH ST 12/12-01/1 

100-000-43207-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE TRUE VALUE HARDWARE 
1 FEBRUARY 067211 56147 - CONNECTOR 

VENDOR: MARK'S PLUMBING PARTS 
1 FEBRUARY 1285792 KIT/SLOAN CLOSET 

Total for 100-000-43207-6007 

100-000-43208-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
6 
2 

RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
FEBRUARY 2048188888 
FEBRUARY 3750088888 

104 N CHURCH ST 12/12-01/1 
104 N CHURCH ST 

Total for 100-000-43208-5110 

100-000-43208-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR! WASHINGTON GAS 
2 FEBRUARY 3980048718 104 N CHURCH ST 

100-000-43208-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR 1 TOI~N OF BERRYVILLE 
2 FEBRUARY 1003900.00 98 104 N CHURCH ST 12/19-02/1 

100-000-43208-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR! BERRYVILLE TRUE VALUE HARDWARE 

CK/EFT f 

79336 

5487 

5494 

5443 

5481 

5494 
5494 

79320 

79336 

1 FEBRUARY 067130 56171 - ELEC TAPE/INSULATI 5379 
1 FEBRUARY 067136 56171 - SINGLE 

VENDOR! THOMAS PLUMBING & HEATING, INC, 
1 FEBRUARY 822823 HEATING CABLE 

Total for 100-000-43208-6007 

100-000-43209-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
2 FEBRUARY 7658188888 225 RAMSBURG LN 12/15 - 01 

100-000-43209-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR: QUARLES ENERGY SERVICES 
1 FEBRUARY 54949 

FEBRUARY 83709 
ANH1AL SHELTER LP GAS 
ANIMAL SHELTER 

Total for 100-000-43209-5120 

100-000-43210-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COHPANY 
2 FEBRUARY 0775388888 524 WESTWOOD 12/15 - 01/15 

5379 

5431 

5494 

79213 
79311 

5494 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/201A $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

PAGE: 
TIME: 

12 
14:01:25 

DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

601.25 

626.20 

144.00 

2,983.45 

13.99 

33.79 

47.78 

642.68 
39.09 

681.77 

947.75 

48 .10 

17.56 
6.00 

41.79 

------------------
$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

65.35 

355.99 

1,375.60 
1,815.77 

3,191.37 

108.18 
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VOUCHt Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

100-000-43210-5120 HEATING SERVICES 

VENDOR: EMHART OIL COMPANY 
1 FEBRUARY 1911231 

FEBRUARY 1911620 
524 WESTWOOD RAOD 
524 WESTWOOD ROAD 

Total for 100-000-43210-5120 

100-000-43211-3310 REPAIR & HAINTENANCE 

VENDOR! SKYLINE ROOFING, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY R014039-1 REPAIRS TO TPO 

100-000-43211-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
6 FEBRUARY 2750088888 225 AL SHITH CIR 12/18-01/ 

100-000-43211-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
2 FEBRUARY 9001300.00 98 ROUTE 7 REC CEN 12/20-02/1 

100-000-43211-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR! 
1 
1 

BERRYVILLE AUTO PARTS INC 
FEBRUARY 10066695 
FEBRUARY 5370-80701 

BATTERIES 
FUSE 

Total for 100-000-43211-6007 

100-000-43212-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR! MCDONALD, JERRY C. 
1 FEBRUARY 1322 PARK WORK BACKHOE 

100-000-43212-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
10 
11 
12 
14 
15 
17 
18 
7 

' 

RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
FEBRUARY 1650088888 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

1650088888 
1650088888 
1650088888 
1650088888 
1650088888 
1650088888 
2750088888 
2750088888 

225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SHITH CIR 12/18-01/ 
225 AL SMITH CIR 12/18-01/ 

Total for 100-000-43212-5110 

100-000-43212-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR I 
2 
2 

TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
FEBRUARY 9001200.00 98 
FEBRUARY 9001500.00 98 

LITTLE LEAGUE BASEBALL 12/ 
ROUTE 7 PARK GROUNDS 12/20 

Total for 100-000-43212-5130 

100-000-43212-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BERRYVILLE TRUE VALUE HARDWARE 
1 FEBRUARY 067251 56171 - PRUNING SAW/BULB 

100-000-43213-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: 
13 
10 

RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
FEBRUARY 1650088888. 
FEBRUARY 2750088888 

225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 
225 AL SHITH CIR 12/18-01/ 

Total for 100-000-43213-5110 

CK/EFT t 

5457 
5457 

79219 

5494 

79336 

5442 
5442 

5413 

5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 
5494 

79336 
79336 

5443 

5494 
5494 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGE: 
TIME: 

13 
14:01:26 

DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

342.12 
213.54 

555.66 

334.29 

170.00 

2.24 
3.55 

5.79 

1,700.70 

6.89 
7.28 

16. 74 
16.99 

7.54 
16.99 
8.91 

114.33 
111.98 

307.65 

15.00 
70.50 

85.50 

13.78 

32.21 
67.06 

99.27 
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VOUCHf Fis Month Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION CK/EFT j! CK/EFT Date 

PAGE: 14 
TIME: 14:01:26 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 
==================================================================================================================== 

100-000-43213-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
2 FEBRUARY 9001400.00 98 ROUTE 7 WEST POOL 12/20-02 

100-000-43214-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
16 FEBRUARY 1650088888 225 AL SMITH CIRC 12/18-01 

100-000-43215-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
9 FEBRUARY 2750088888 225 AL SMITH CIR 12/18-01/ 

100-000-43215-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BSN SPORTS, INC, 
1 FEBRUARY 95847521 ELITE SG HARDWARE PACK 

100-000-43236-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR: RIDDLEBERGER BROS INC 
1 FEBRUARY 81595 BOILER TRIPPING DUE TO LOW 

100-000-43237-3310 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 

VENDOR: ANDERSON CONTROL INC 
1 FEBRUARY 12644 UPDATED USER CODES 

100-000-43237-5110 ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: RAPPAHANNOCK ELEC COMPANY 
2 FEBRUARY 0801388888 313 E MAIN ST 
2 FEBRUARY 4980388888 311 E MAIN ST 

Total for 100-000-43237-5110 

100-000-43237-5130 WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 

VENDOR: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
2 FEBRUARY 2010600.00 98 313 E MAIN ST 
2 FEBRUARY 2010700.00 98 311 E MAIN ST 

Total for 100-000-43237-5130 

100-000-43237-6007 REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: 
9 

BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
FEBRUARY 0350-02/09/14 SELECT BLINDS 

100-000-53230-5699 CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

VENDOR: SHENANDOAH AREA AGENCY ON AGING 

12/10 - 01/1 
12/11-01/10 

12/19-02/10 
12/19-02/10 

1 FEBRUARY 3RD QTR FUNDING FY14 ALLOCATION 3RO QTR FU 

100-000-71100-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDOR! DOL BUSINESS SYSTEMS LLC 
1 FEBRUARY 56113 12/25 -01/24 

100-000-71100-5210 POSTAL SERVICES 

VENDORI BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
4 FEBRUARY 6723-02/09/14 BERRYVILLE AUTO (UPS) 

100-000-71100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR; TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
19 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

79336 02/28/2014 $ 20.00 

5494 02/28/2014 $ 23.69 

5494 02/28/2014 $ 28.61 

79251 02/28/2014 $ 122.50 

5497 02/28/2014 $ 3,366.11 

5375 02/14/2014 $ 70.00 

5494 02/28/2014 $ 148.78 
5494 02/28/2014 $ 786.23 

------------------
$ 935.01 

79336 02/28/2014 $ 48.10 
79336 02/28/2014 $ 72.15 

$ 120.25 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 37.27 

5424 02/14/2014 $ 

5393 02/14/2014 $ 62.40 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 18.07 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 11.44 
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VOUCH if Fis Month 

VENDORI VERIZON 
50 FEBRUARY 

Invoice ID 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-71100-5230 

100-000-71100-5810 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

VENDORI DEPARTMENT OF STATE POLICE 
1 FEBRUARY 12062013 BACKGROUND CHECK 

VENDOR: VIRGINIA DEPT OF SOCIAL SVC 
2 FEBRUARY 12062013 VOID VOUCHER TRANSACTION B 

VENDOR: WINCHESTER STAR 
1 FEBRUARY 20626 FOOD 

Total for 100-000-71100-5810 

100-000-71100-6008 VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 

VENDORI MANSFIELD OIL COMPANY 
6 FEBRUARY SQLCD/00072337 FUEL PURCHASES 02/01 - 02/ 

100-000-71310-6014 OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 

VENDORI BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 6723-02/09/14 AEO SUPERSTORE 

100-000-71320-6014 OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 

VENDOR I 
1 

3 

BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
FEBRUARY 6723-02/09/14 
FEBRUARY 6723-02/09/14 

DOLLAR GENERAL 
ABO SUPERSTORE 

Total for 100-000-71320-6014 

100-000-71350-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR I XTREHE FIT STUDIO 
1 FEBRUARY CHATHAN01232014 ZOMBA/YOGA TONE/TOTAL 

FEBRUARY CHATHAN02/28 YOGA/ZUHBA/TOTAL FIT 

VENDOR I JOHNSTON, JANE 
1 FEBRUARY J0HNST01312014 FITT/FLUID MOTION/TAl 

VENDORI MONTGOMERY, CHRISTEL DBA CHEER ERUPTIONS 
1 FEBRUARY M0NTG002042014 GYMNASTICS CLASSES 

VENDOR: OPUS OAKES, AN ART PLACE, INC. 
1 FEBRUARY 01/15/2014 ART CLASSES 

Total for 100-000-71350-3100 

100-000-71350-5540 TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
5 FEBRUARY 6723-02/09/14 LORD FAIRFAX EMS 

100-000-71350-5810 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

VENDOR: DEPARTMENT OF STATE POLICE 
1 FEBRUARY 01/27/2014 BACKGROUND CHECK 

VENDOR: VA RECREATION AND PARK SOCIETY 
1 FEBRUARY 8150760 3/1/2014- 02/28/2015 

Total for 100-000-71350-5810 

FIT 

CHI 

100-000-71350-6002 FOOD SUPPLIES & FOOD SERVICE SUPPLIE 

CK/EFT if 

79232 

79197 

78923 

79357 

5480 

79248 

79248 
79248 

5373 
5450 

5407 

5414 

5416 

79248 

79197 

79226 

CK/EFT Date 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

12/16/2013 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/07/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

PAGE: 
THIE: 

15 
14:01:26 

DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

49.65 

61.09 

20.00 

20.00-

105.00 

105.00 

41.33 

137.25 

21.06 
137.25 

158.31 

917.28 
922.74 

468.65 

1,157.80 

530.75 

3,997.22 

100.00 

20.00 

25.00 

45.00 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By1 qi11eya 

VOUCHf Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

VENDOR: 
1 
1 

SCHENCK FOODS CO., INC. 
FEBRUARY 5858769 
FEBRUARY 5864040 

CUPS 
FOOD 

Total for 100-000-71350-6002 

100-000-71350-6013 EDUCATIONAL AND RECREATIONAL SUPPLIE 

VENDOR: ORIENTAL TRADING CO. 
1 FEBRUARY 661546481-01 KITS/SUPPLIES 

100-000-71350-6015 MERCHANDISE FOR RESALE 

VENDOR: WASHINGTON REOSKINS 
2 FEBRUARY 144006 

100-000-81110-3600 ADVERTISING 

VENDORI WINCHESTER STAR 
1 FEBRUARY 1653410 HEARING FEB 7 

100-000-81110-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDORI TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
20 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDORI VERIZON 
51 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-81110-5230 

100-000-81110-6001 OFFICE SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
7 FEBRUARY 0350-02/09/14 TONERBUZZ 

VENDOR: COHMERCIAL PRESS 
1 FEBRUARY 110631 SELF INKING STAMP 

Total for 100-000-81110-6001 

100-000-81600-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: HALL, MONAHAN, ENGLE, MAHAN & MITCHELL 
1 FEBRUARY HALL02052014 LEGAL SERVICES JAN 2014 

100-000-81600-3160 BOARD SERVICES 

VENDOR: BOUFFAULT, ROBINA RICH 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMM2-7-14 PLANNING Cm1M. MEETING FEB 

VENDOR: RANDY BUCKLEY 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMM2-7-14 PLANNING COMM. MEETING FEB 

VENDOR: CALDWELL, ANNE 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMH2-7-14 PLANNING COl-1M. MEETING FEB 

VENDOR: DOUGLAS KRUHM 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMM2-7-14 PLANNING COMH. MEETING FEB 

VENDOR: MCFILLEN, THOMAS W. 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOJ.1M2-7-14 PLANNING COMH, MEETING FEB 

VENDOR: NELSON, CLIFFORD H. 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMM2-7-14 PLANNING Cm1H, HEETING FEB 

VENDOR: OHRSTROM II, GEORGE 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMH2-7-14 PLANNING COMM. HEETING FEB 

VENDOR: STEINMETZ, WILLIAM A, 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOHM2-7-14 PLANNING COMM. MEETING FEB 

CK/EFT f 

79215 
79317 

79209 

79350 

5436 

5396 

79232 

79248 

5451 

5466 

5445 

5447 

5449 

5475 

5484 

5488 

5491 

5509 

CK/EFT Date 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

PAGEl 
TIME I 

16 
14:01:26 

DATEI 03/06/2014 

Amount 

18.25 
127.65 

145.90 

100.23 

4,821.00 

543.40 

9.06 

15.10 

24.16 

219.00 

25.25 

244.25 

2,850.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

50.00 

50.00 
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VOUCHif Fis Month Invoice ID 

VENDOR! TURKEL, JON 
1 FEBRUARY PLANCOMM2-7-14 

CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By1 gilleya 

DESCRIPTION 

PLANNING COMM. MEETING FEB 

Total for 100-000-81600-3160 

100-000-81800-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR! KALBIAN, MARAL S. 
1 FEBRUARY KALBIAN02042014 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

100-000-81800-3160 BOARD SERVICES 

VENDOR: CALDWELL, ANNE 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES, MEETING 

VENDOR: CARTER, PAIGE 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES. MEETING 

VENDOR I FIELDS, BETSY 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES. MEETING 

VENDOR: DOUGLAS KRUHM 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES. MEETING 

VENDOR I BOB STEIG 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES. MEETING 

VENDOR I ROBIN YORK 
1 FEBRUARY HISTPRESJAN 29 JAN 29 HIST PRES. MEETING 

Total for 100-000-81800-3160 

100-000-81920-5699 CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

VENDOR! WINCHESTER REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY 
1 FEBRUARY 14-112891 CAPITAL APPROP 

100-000-83100-3841 VPI EXTENSION AGENT 

VENDOR I VIRGINIA TECH 
1 FEBRUARY FY14 SECOND QTR 2ND QUARTER FY14 

100-000-83100-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDORI TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
13 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2013 

VENDORI VERIZON 
52 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 100-000-83100-5230 

CK/EFT i CK/EFT Date 

5518 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

5409 02/14/2014 $ 

5385 02/14/2014 $ 

5387 02/14/2014 $ 

5397 02/14/2014 $ 

5411 02/14/2014 $ 

5427 02/14/2014 $ 

5437 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

79234 02/14/2014 $ 

79343 02/28/2014 $ 

5396 02/14/2014 $ 

79232 02/14/2014 $ 

$ 

TOTAL DEFINITION TYPE 0 $ 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $ 

TOTAL for FISCAL YEAR 2014 $ 

TOTAL PAYMENTS $ 

PAGE: 17 
TIME: 14:01126 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

100.00 

800.00 

605.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

150.00 

625.00 

7,568.32 

6.70 

6.04 

12.74 

149,136.28 

149,136.28 

149,136.28 

149,136.28 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

VOUCH# Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

Fiscal Year: 2014 

EXPENDITURES 

DEFINITION TYPE 0 

225-129-31200-7000 JOINT OPERATIONS 

VENDOR: FREDERICK COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
2 FEBRUARY 2010-DD-BX-0690 REIBURSEMENT FOR GRANT 201 

VENDOR: SHENANDOAH COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
2 FEBRUARY 2010-DD-BX-0690 REIBURSEMENT FOR GRANT 201 

VENDOR: WARREN COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
2 FEBRUARY 2010-DD-BX-0690 REIBURSEMENT FOR GRANT 201 

VENDOR! WINCHESTER POLICE DEPARTMENT 
1 FEBRUARY 2010-DO-BX-0690 REIBURSEMENT FOR GRANT 201 

Total for 225-129-31200-7000 

231-000-31200-8201 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 

VENDOR: TSSI 
1 FEBRUARY PIN152456 HELMET/PROTECTOR/VEST 

231-128-31200-5800 MISCELLANEOUS 

VENDOR: MODERN MARKETING 
1 FEBRUARY MMI100674 BADGE STICKER STAR (DONATI 

231-128-31200-6001 MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
2 FEBRUARY 2074-02/09/14 
3 
6 

FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

2074-02/09/14 
2074-02/09/14 

DOLLAR GENERAL 
GOLDEN DRAGON 
RUBY TUESDAY 

Total for 231-128-31200-6001 

235-000-82700-3100 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: HALL, MONAHAN, ENGLE, MAHAN & HITCHELL 
3 FEBRUARY HALL02052014 LEGAL SERVICES JAN 2014 

301-800-94278-8105 MOTOR VEHICLES 

VENDOR: BB&T FINANCIAL, FSB 
7 FEBRUARY 2074-02/09/14 RUBY TUESDAY 

301-800-94320-3000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: HERD PLANNING & DESIGN, LTD 
1 FEBRUARY 1401 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

CK/EFT f CK/EFT Date 

79271 02/28/2014 $ 

79319 02/28/2014 $ 

79349 02/28/2014 $ 

79356 02/28/2014 $ 

79225 02/14/2014 $ 

79300 02/28/2014 $ 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 
79248 02/28/2014 $ 
79248 02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

5466 02/28/2014 $ 

79248 02/28/2014 $ 

79281 02/28/2014 $ 

TOTAL DEFINITION TYPE 0 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

TOTAL for FISCAL YEAR 2014 

TOTAL PAYMENTS 

PAGEl 
TIMEI 14:00:46 
DATE! 03/06/2014 

Amount 

20,372.66 

14,454.51 

16,457.30 

17,729.47 

69,013.94 

2,752.00 

175.77 

5.89 
54.51 
32.63 

------------------
93.03 

370.00 

10.00 

8,160.00 

80,574.74 

80,574.74 

80,574.74 

80,574.74 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
February Vendor Payments 

Executed By: gilleya 

VOUCHt Fis Month Invoice ID DESCRIPTION 

Fiscal Year: 2014 

EXPENDITURES 

DEFINITION TYPE 0 

607-000-12240-3120 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

VENDOR: ROBINSON, FARMER, COX ASSOCIATES 
1 FEBRUARY 43872 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

607-000-12510-3320 MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

VENDORI RICOH USA INC 
1 FEBRUARY 5029477892 11/12-02/11 

607-000-12530-4300 CENTRAL PURCHASING/STORE 

VENDOR: B W WILSON PAPER CO INC 
1 FEBRUARY 1666781 PAPER 

VENDOR: CDW GOVERNMENT 
1 FEBRUARY JM82278 USB DRIVE 

VENDOR: DELL MARKETING, L P 
1 FEBRUARY XJ9TCFR44 TONER 

VENDOR: INDEPENDENT STATIONERS 
1 FEBRUARY IN-000386464 BINDER/INDEX CARDS/ERASERS 

VENDOR: KURTZ BROTHERS 
1 FEBRUARY 12046.00 INDEX CARDS/PAPER CLAMP/EN 

VENDOR: QUILL CORPORATION 
1 FEBRUARY 9086627 TONER/ 

VENDOR: STAPLES TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS 
1 FEBRUARY ABU566 TONER 

FEBRUARY ABW259 
FEBRUARY ABZ173 

VENDOR: SUPPLY ROOM COMPANIES, THE 

TONER 
TONER 

CK/EFT f 

5498 

79314 

79188 

5388 

79196 

5405 

79290 

5419 

79220 
79220 
79220 

CK/EFT Date 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 
02/14/2014 $ 

1 FEBRUARY 2035178-0 TAPE/MARKER/PENS/SHARPENER 5429 02/14/2014 $ 
FEBRUARY 
FEBRUARY 

2035178-1 
2037803-0 

ELECTRIC SHARPENER 
PENS 

Total for 607-000-12530-4300 

607-000-12530-5230 TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VENDOR: TREASURER OF VIRGINIA 
14 FEBRUARY T268843 DECEMBER 2 013 

VENDOR: VERIZON 
64 FEBRUARY 00002726889534Y 01/26 - 02/25 

Total for 607-000-12530-5230 

732-000-12530-3000 PURCHASED SERVICES - TRANSACTION FEE 

VENDOR: WAGE WORKS 
1 FEBRUARY 125AI0297822 FLEX MONTHLY ADMIN FEE 

5511 
5511 

5396 

79232 

79348 

02/28/2014 $ 
02/28/2014 $ 

$ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/14/2014 $ 

02/28/2014 $ 

TOTAL DEFINITION TYPE 0 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

TOTAL for FISCAL YEAR 2014 

TOTAL PAYMENTS 

PAGE: 
TIME: 14:02:03 
DATE: 03/06/2014 

Amount 

26,900.00 

39.70 

1,306.04 

174.00 

434.97 

278.52 

610.98 

696.98 

375.26 
40.88 

686.00 

166.54 
84.84 
7.90 

------------------
4,862.91 

9.96 

87.34 

97.30 

622.25 

32,522.16 

32,522.16 
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Title: General Fund Balance 
Source: Clarke County Joint Administrative Services 

General Fuud Balance Year End FY 12 
Expenditure FY 13 

Revenue FY 13 

General Fund Balance Year End FY 13 

Designations 
Liquidity Designation@ 12% of FY 14 Budgeted Operating Revenue 
Stabilization Designation@ 3% ofFY 14 Budgeted Operating Revenue 
Continuing Local OF Appropriations for Capital Projects 
School Capital!Debt 
Government Construction/Debt 
Propetty Acquisition 
Conservation Easements from Government Savings 
Community Facilities 
Comprehensive Services Act Shortfall 
Parks Master Plan 
School Operating Carryover 
Govenunent Canyover Requests from Govenm1ent Savings 
Energy Efficiency 
Data and Communications Technology 
Recyling and Convenience Center 
Regional Jail Capital Needs 
Vehicle Replacements 
Voting Equipment Upgrades 
Real Property Reassessment 
General District Court Capital Repairs 
Landfill costs 
Pay and Classification Plan Implementation 
Leave Liability 
FY 14 Original Budget Surplus (Deficit) 
TOTAL Designations 

Adiustments 
FY 14 Expenditure Budget Adjustments 
FY 14 Revenue Budget Adjustments 

Umlesigl/(lfed Fund Balance Projected June 30 

Prior 
16,011,338 

(26,021,061) 
25,584,267 
15,574,544 

($3,049,533) 
(762,383) 

(5,497,143) 
(1,124,016) 

(675,578) 
(265,000) 
(153,462) 

($325,000) 
(250,000) 
(100,000) 

(420,906) 
(200,000) 
(350,000) 
(250,000) 
(100,000) 
(100,000) 

(50,000) 
(200,000) 

(80,000) 
(50,000) 

(100,000) 
(75,000) 

(647,968) 
(14,825,989) 

(1,225,177) 
986,662 

510,040 

Current Notes 
16,011,338 

(26,021,061) 
25,584,267 
15,574,544 

($3,049,533) 
(762,383) 

(5,497,143) 
(1,124,016) 

(675,578) 
(265,000) 
(153,462) 

($325,000) 
(250,000) 
(100,000) 

- Supplemented in two actions: Jul and Oct 

( 431 ,906) Use $30,094 Comm grant match; 13K SS;25K EMT sa is 

(200,000) 
(350,000) 
(250,000) 
(100,000) 
(100,000) 

(50,000) 
(200,000) 

(80,000) 
(50,000) 

(100,000) 
(75,000) 

(647,968) 
(14,836,989) 

(1,214,177) 
986,662 

510,040 
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June 30, 2014 10-Mar-14 
: ,G0i1onil· "Soc'Svcs · Sch (for· FOod Sorv 'GGCa s·'SCti:ooJ GG School Joirit' Consorvatiori. Unom Jov. 

TOtal Fund·' Fund''· Fund·· Fund· Fund' Ca FUrid·,· Debt FU11d. Debt Fund Furid EiiSOmOtlts" l=u.nd 
04/n /~3 Appropriations Rosolution: Total 37,998,056 8,417,168 1,363,059 20,637,598 761,012 575,000 728,163 399,200 3,888,619 541,737 0 25,000 

Adjustments: 

7/16/2013 School Carryover for Building Automation 53,143 
7/16/2013 Circuit Court On-line land records 10,700 

9/17/2013 Voting Equipment 1,000 
9/17/2013 Historic Preservation Grants 9,000 
9/17/2013 Fish and WUdlife Grant for Spout Run 141,603 
9/17/2013 Conservation Easement Purchase (Arkfield) 21,250 
9/17/2013 Water Quality T estlng 12,000 

10/15/2013 Conservation Easement Purchase (Chapman) 322,500 
10/15/2013 Parks Swimming Pool 450 
1 0/15/2013 School Carryover for Technology and Security 121.278 
10/15/2013 Shariff's Communication Grant 110,188 
10/15/2013 Mark Lana Covers for Swimming Pool 248 
11/19/2013 EPA Grant for Spout Run 316,620 
11/19/2013 Social Service Leave Payout and Fax 13,000 
12/17/2013 Parks Swimming Pool: Move Shed from Parks Const 1,197 
12/17/2013 Baseball Lights Project 5,000 

1121/2014 Asset Forfeiture Grant for Portable Radios 50,000 
3/18/2014 EMT Part-time Salaries 25,000 

Ravisod Appropriation 39,212,233 8,476,763 1,376,059 661,500 20,637,598 761,012 1,198,411 902,584 399,200 3,888,619 541,737 343,750 25,000 

Chango to Appropriation 1,214,177 59,595 13,000 0 0 0 623,411 174,421 0 0 0 343,750 0 

Original Rovonuo Estimato 14,680,803 2,731,834 892,247 306,457 9,713,245 761,012 0 154,000 119,008 3,000 0 0 
Adjustments: 

7/16/2013 Circuit Court On-line land records (State) 5,666 
7/16/2013 Circuit Court On-lina land records {Fees) 5,034 
9/17/2013 Voting Equipment 1,000 
9/1712013 Historic Preservation Grants 9,000 
9/17/2013 Gang Task Force Grant 15,000 
9/1712013 Fish and Wildlife Grant for Spout Run 141,603 
9/1712013 Conservation Easement Purchase (Arkfield) 21,250 
9/1712013 Water Quality Testing 12,000 

10/15/2013 Conservation Easement Purchase {Chapman) 322,500 
10/15/2013 Parks Swimming Pool 450 
1011si2013 Sheriff's Communication Grant 80,094 
10115/2013 Swim Poor Lane Covers: from Parks Construction 248 
11/19/2013 EPA Grant for Spout Run 316,620 
12/17/2013 Parks Swimming Pool: Move Shed from Parks Const 1197 
12/17/2013 Baseball Lights Project 5,000 
1/21/2014 Asset Forfeiture Grant for Portable Radios 50,000 

Revlsod Revonuo Estlmato 15,667,465 2,781,429 892,247 306,457 9,713,245 761,012 593,317 154,000 0 119,008 3,000 343,750 0 
Change to Revonuo Estimato 986,662 49,595 0 0 0 0 593,317 0 0 0 0 343,750 0 

Original Local Tax Funding 23,317,253 5,685,334 470,812 355,043 10,924,353 0 575,000 574,163 399,200 3,769,611 538,737 0 ~5.000 
Revised Local Tax Funding 23,544,768 5,695,334 483,812 355,043 10,924,353 0 605,094 748,584 399,200 3,769,611 538,737 0 25,000 
Chango to Local Tax Funding 227,515 10,000 13,000 0 0 0 30,094 174,421 0 0 0 0 0 

ltaffcs = Pfoposed sctfons 
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Code Description 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE fO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Appropriations Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

FD 100 GENERAL FUND 

1300 
2100 
2300 
3100 
3600 
5210 
5230 
5307 
5540 
5800 
5810 
6001 

11010 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3320 
3500 
3600 
5210 
5230 
5540 
5800 
5810 
6001 
6008 
6009 
6012 

12110 

1100 
2100 
2700 
3100 
3600 
5800 

12210 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3320 
3500 
3600 

PJT 000 NON-CATEGORICAL 

FUNC 11010 BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
HOSPITAL/MEDICAL PLANS 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
PUBLIC OFFICIAL LIABILITY INS. 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES 
DUES & ASSOC. MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

FUNC 12110 COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS BENEFITS 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
PRINTING AND BINDING 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
MISCELLANEOUS 
DUES & ASSOCIATION MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 
VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

FUNC 12210 LEGAL SERVICES 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
FICA 
WORKER'S COMPENSATION 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
ADVERTISING 
MISCELLANEOUS 

LEGAL SERVICES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FUNC 12310 COMMISSIONER OF REVENUE 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 
ADVERTISING $ 

13,800.00 $ 
1,056.00 $ 

10,960.00 $ 
9,000.00 $ 
5,600.00 $ 

300.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

6,100.00 $ 
3,000.00 $ 
1,600.00 $ 
5,200.00 $ 

500.00 $ 

57,116.00 $ 

215,195.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

16,462.00 $ 
26,125.00 $ 
19,688.00 $ 
2,561.00 $ 

195.00 $ 
16,000.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
500.00 $ 

1,000.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
1,000.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 
1,200.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
1,350.00 $ 

305,776.00 $ 

38,844.00 $ 
2,972.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
30,000.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

71,816.00 $ 

139,602.00 $ 
10,680.00 $ 
16,948.00 $ 
20,184.00 $ 
1,661.00 $ 

130.00 $ 
100.00 $ 
500.00 $ 
500.00 $ 
250.00 $ 

4,600.00 $ 
296.61 $ 

3,710.74 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

8,607.35 $ 

71,731.64 $ 
o.oo $ 

4,422.89 $ 
8,708.27 $ 
6,665.92 $ 

853.54 $ 
o.oo $ 

19,000.00 $ 
1,100.08 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

269.32 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

112,751.66 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

46,534.00 $ 
3,247.72 $ 
5,649.21 $ 
6,834.01 $ 

553.81 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

97.30 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,150.00 $ 
74.15 $ 

913.30 $ 
o.oo $ 

388.25 $ 
o.oo $ 
2.32 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

2,528.02 $ 

17,932.92 $ 
81.25 $ 

1,319.08 $ 
2,177.05 $ 
1,640.64 $ 

213.41 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

60.16 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

168.25 $ 
115.81 $ 

0.00 $ 

23,708.57 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

532.50 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

532.50 $ 

11,633.50 $ 
811.93 $ 

1,412.31 $ 
1,682.01 $ 

138.43 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

9,200.00 $ 
593.21 $ 

7,306.40 $ 
0.00 $ 

1,074.65 $ 
98.29 $ 
11.82 $ 

5,947.00 $ 
4,204.44 $ 

899.51 $ 
4,449.08 $ 

170.26 $ 

33,954.66 $ 

143,463.36 $ 
1,068.75 $ 
9,743.85 $ 

17,416.40 $ 
13,125.12 $ 
1,707.28 $ 

168.59 $ 
o.oo $ 

403.92 $ 
o.oo $ 

171.60 $ 
o.oo $ 

437.20 $ 
94.04 $ 

357.54 $ 
567.93 $ 
353.60 $ 
735.51 $ 
115.81 $ 
580.05 $ 

190,510.55 $ 

4,855.50 $ 
371.45 $ 

27.39 $ 
4,973.50 $ 

216.00 $ 
19.04 $ 

10,462.88 $ 

92,919.50 $ 
6,484.01 $ 

11,280.45 $ 
13,456.08 $ 
1,105.67 $ 

107.97 $ 
88.20 $ 

3,522.70 $ 
178.89 $ 

0.00 $ 

Page: 1 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:16 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

o.oo 
166.18 
57.14-

9,000.00 
4,525.35 

201.71 
11.82-

153.00 
1,204.44-

700.49 
750.92 
329.74 

14,553.99 

0.00 
1,068.75-
2,295.26 

0.33 
103.04-

0.18 
26.41 

3,000.00-
1,004.00-
2,000.00 

171.60-
500.00 
293.48 
905.96 
357.54-
432.07 
646.40 
464.49 
ll5.81-
769,95 

2,513.79 

33,988.50 
2,600.55 

27.39-
25,026.50 

216.00-
19.04-

61,353.12 

148.50 
948.27 

18.34 
106.09-

1.52 
22.03 
11.80 

3,120.00-
321.11 
250.00 

100.00 
84.26 

100.52 
o.oo 

19.19 
32.76 

100.00 
97.49 

140.15 
56.22 
85.56 
34.05 

74.52 

100.00 
100.00 

86.06 
100.00 
100.52 

99.99 
86.46 

118.75 
300.80 

0.00 
100.00 

0.00 
70.65 

9.40 
100.00 

56.79 
35.36 
61.29 

100.00 
42.97 

99. 18 

12.50 
12.50 

100.00 
16.58 

100.00 
100.00 

14.57 

99.89 
91.12 
99.89 

100.53 
99.91 
83.05 
88.20 

724. 00 
35.78 
o.oo 
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Code 

4100 
5210 
5230 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6012 

12310 

3320 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
2800 
3100 
3190 
3320 
3500 
3600 
5210 
5230 
5306 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6022 

12410 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3320 
5210 
5230 
5410 
5540 
6001 
8207 

12510 

1300 
2100 
3000 
3160 
3320 
3500 
3600 
5210 
5400 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Description 

DATA PROCESSING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL MILEAGE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS 

COMMISSIONER OF REVENUE 

FUNC 12320 ASSESSOR 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 

FUNC 12410 TREASURER 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
OTHER FRINGE BENEFITS/LEAVE PAYO $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
DMV STOP FEES $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 
ADVERTISING $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
SURETY BONDS $ 
TRAVEL MILEAGE $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 
SUPPLIES - DOG TAGS $ 

TREASURER 

FUNC 12510 DATA PROCESSING 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS 
HOSPITAL/MEDICAL PLANS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKER'S COMPENSATION 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
LEASE OF EQUIPMENT 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
EDP EQUIPMENT 

DATA PROCESSING 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

Appropriations 

1,900.00 $ 
2,200.00 $ 

600.00 $ 
300.00 $ 

2,500.00 $ 
800.00 $ 

1,100.00 $ 
800.00 $ 

200,755.00 $ 

3,500.00 $ 

163,209.00 $ 
12,486.00 $ 
19,814.00 $ 
10,960.00 $ 

1,942.00 $ 
150.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
300.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
200.00 $ 

9,000.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

20,000.00 $ 
1,600.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
150.00 $ 

1,600.00 $ 
900.00 $ 

4,100.00 $ 
750.00 $ 

249,161.00 $ 

122,425.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

9,366.00 $ 
14,862.00 $ 
14,208.00 $ 
1,457.00 $ 

ll5.00 $ 
22,000.00 $ 
40,000.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
35,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
500.00 $ 

1,500.00 $ 
18,000.00 $ 

279,533.00 $ 

FUNC 13100 ELECTORAL BOARD AND OFFICIALS 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 6,014.00 $ 
FICA $ 461.00 $ 
PURCHASED SERVICES $ 5,300.00 $ 
ELECTORAL BOARD SERVICES $ 7,975.00 $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 5,000.00 $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 2,576.00 $ 
ADVERTISING $ 340.00 $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 1, 500,00 $ 
LEASES AND RENTALS $ 1, 050,00 $ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

62,916.05 $ 

0.00 $ 

56,468.00 $ 
4,229.87 $ 
6,855.23 $ 
5,566.ll $ 

671.98 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

73,791.19 $ 

40,808.36 $ 
o.oo $ 

2,918.01 $ 
4,954.08 $ 
4,810.55 $ 

485.57 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,700.00 $ 
6,816. 71 $ 

o.oo $ 
4,788.47 $ 
1,032.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

68,313.75 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
8.57 $ 

161. 28 $ 
320.43 $ 

o.oo $ 
7.70 $ 
o.oo $ 

16,176.16 $ 

0.00 $ 

14,ll7.00 $ 
1,057.44 $ 
1,713.80 $ 
1,369.95 $ 

167.99 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

40.00 $ 
44.42 $ 
0. 00 $ 
0. 00 $ 
0 .oo $ 
8,ll $ 
o.oo $ 
0 .oo $ 

300.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

58.50 $ 
o.oo $ 

18,877.21 $ 

10,202.08 $ 
202.50 $ 
744.98 $ 

1,238.54 $ 
1,183.99 $ 

121.41 $ 
o.oo $ 

200.00 $ 
5,249,22 $ 

o.oo $ 
2,415.42 $ 

o.oo $ 
31. 56 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,523.85 $ 

23,113.55 $ 

2,064.64 $ 
157.93 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

4,701.86 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

o.oo $ 
629.54 $ 
109.75 $ 
447.17 $ 

1,377.67 $ 
285.00 $ 
672.10 $ 
219.50 $ 

132,884.20 $ 

0.00 $ 

110,304.35 $ 
8,287.30 $ 

13,376.77 $ 
9,589.65 $ 
1,311.21 $ 

126.47 $ 
308.40 $ 
176.40 $ 
160.00 $ 
124.04 $ 

5,221.50 $ 
646.00 $ 

8,674.29 $ 
43.49 $ 

100.00 $ 
74.58 $ 

946.34 $ 
680.00 $ 

1,008.01 $ 
743.00 $ 

161,901.80 $ 

81,616.64 $ 
1,590.00 $ 
5,957.54 $ 
9,908.32 $ 
9,471.92 $ 

971.28 $ 
103.29 $ 

5,307.00 $ 
38,271.29 $ 

4.99 $ 
31,938.50 $ 
1,032.00 $ 

112.97 $ 
216.36 $ 

5,144.95 $ 

191,647.05 $ 

4,114.28 $ 
314.73 $ 

2,779.13 $ 
4,637.32 $ 
4,701.86 $ 

248.39 $ 
115.60 $ 
737.20 $ 
525.00 $ 

Pages 2 
Date1 03/06/14 
Times 13149116 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

1,900.00 
1,570.46 

490.25 
147.17-

1,122.33 
515.00 
427.90 
580.50 

4,954.75 

3,500.00 

3,563.35-
31.17-

418.00-
4,195.76-

41.19-
23.53 

308.40-
123.60 
160.00-

75.96 
3,778.50 
1,354.00 

11,325.71 
1,556.51 

100.00-
75.42 

653.66 
220.00 

3,091.99 
7.00 

13,468.01 

o.oo 
28.62 
18,29 

149.06 
SS.ll 
35.62 
61.10 
27.44 

97.53 

0.00 

102.18 
100.25 
102 .ll 
138. 28 
102.12 

84.31 
100.00 

58.80 
100.00 

62.02 
58.02 
32.30 
43.37 

2. 72 
100.00 

49.72 
59.15 
75.56 
24.59 
99.07 

94.59 

o.oo 100.00 
1,590.00- 100.00 

490.45 94.76 
0.40- 100.00 

74.47- 100.52 
0.15 99.99 

11.71 89.82 
14,993.00 31.85 
5,088.00- 112.72 

95.01 4.99 
1,726.97- 104.93 
2,064.00- 100.00 

387.03 22.59 
1,283.64 14.42 

12,855.05 28.58 

19,572.20 

1,899.72 
146.27 

2,520.87 
3,337.68 

298.14 
2,327.61 

224.40 
762.80 
525.00 

93.00 

68.41 
68.27 
52.44 
58.15 
94.04 
9.64 

34.00 
49.15 
50.00 
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Code 

5510 
5540 
5810 
6000 
8201 

13100 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2400 
2700 
3310 
3320 
5230 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 

13200 

5841 
5842 
7001 

21100 

3150 
3320 
5210 
5230 
6001 
6012 

21200 

5230 

3320 
5210 
5230 
5810 
6001 

21500 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700. 
3100 
3320 
3500 
3510 
5210 
5230 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Description 

$ 
$ 

DUES,SUBSCRIPTIONS & MEMBERSHIPS $ 

TRAVEL HILEAGE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 

MATERIAL AND SUPPLIES 
MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 

ELECTORAL BOARD AND OFFICIALS 

FUNC 13200 REGISTRAR 

$ 
$ 

SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
~~INTENANCE & SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
TRAVEL MILEAGE $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 
DUES & SUBSCRIPTIONS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 

REGISTRAR 

FUNC 21100 CIRCUIT COURT 
COMPENSATION OF JURORS 
JURY COMMISSIONERS 
SHARED COURT SERVICES 

CIRCUIT COURT $ 

FUNC 21200 GENERAL DISTRICT COURT 
LEGAL $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS $ 

GENERAL DISTRICT COURT 

FUNC 21300 MAGISTRATE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

Appropriations 

350.00 $ 
600.00 $ 
150.00 $ 

1,670.00 $ 
2,184.00 $ 

35,170.00 $ 

46,783.00 $ 
8,840.00 $ 
4,256.00 $ 
5,679.00 $ 

557.00 $ 
50.00 $ 

200.00 $ 
180.00 $ 
900.00 $ 
150.00 $ 
850.00 $ 
150.00 $ 
725.00 $ 

69,320.00 $ 

1,800.00 $ 
180.00 $ 

9,500.00 $ 

11,480.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

980.00 $ 
1,900.00 $ 
1,200.00 $ 

600.00 $ 

4,680.00 $ 

400.00 

FUNC 21500 JUVENILE & DOMESTIC 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

RELATIONS 
$ 

OFFICE 
421.00 
450.00 
700.00 
100.00 

$ 
$ 

DUES & HEMBERSHIPS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 1,000.00 

JUVENILE & DOMESTIC RELATIONS OF $ 2,671.00 $ 

FUNC 21600 CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKER'S COMPENSATION $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 
MICROFILMING $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 

165,828.00 
12,686.00 
20,132.00 
10,960.00 

1,973.00 
155.00 

13,700.00 
900.00 
300.00 

7,000.00 
2,800.00 

900.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

15,610.65 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,200.01 $ 
1,895.16 $ 

185.78 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

152.55 $ 
269.32 $ 

o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

19,313.47 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
96.65 $ 

652.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

748.65 $ 

o.oo 

142.03 
372.00 

o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

514.03 $ 

55,275.64 
4,286.66 
6,710.50 
3,710.74 

657.81 
0.00 
0.00 

487.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

6,924.43 $ 

3,902.67 $ 
294.13 $ 
322.50 $ 
473.78 $ 

46.44 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

53.53 $ 
o.oo $ 

144.16 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

5,237.21 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

247.50 $ 
o.oo $ 

106.00 $ 
286.01 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

639.51 $ 

24.29 

o.oo 
o.oo 

45.69 
o.oo 
o.oo 

45.69 $ 

13,818.91 
1,071.67 
1,677.61 

913.30 
164.44 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

481.87 
0.00 

74.81 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

157.55 $ 
594.68 $ 
125.00 $ 
681.73 $ 

2,184.00 $ 

21,916,47 $ 

31,112.94 $ 
4,925.27 $ 
2,768.42 $ 
3,777.08 $ 

370.23 $ 
35. 67 $ 

0.00 $ 
51. 45 $ 

374.75 $ 
208.99 $ 
901. 75 $ 
140.00 $ 
297.44 $ 

44,963.99 $ 

510.00 $ 
180.00 $ 

9,441.06 $ 

10,131.06 $ 

885.25 $ 
143.35 $ 
430.00 $ 

1,743.56 $ 
352.64 $ 
137.34 $ 

3,692.14 $ 

60.38 

257.97 
286.00 
354.28 
40.00 

385.38 

1,323.63 $ 

110,344.30 
8,556.58 

13,395.76 
7,306.40 
1,313.06 

127.96 
3,473.66 

486.00 
300.00 

4,300.01 
1,198.23 

507.98 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Pagel 3 
Datel 03/06/14 
Timel 13:49l16 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

192.45 
5.32 

25.00 
988.27 

o.oo 

13,253.53 

45.01 
99.11 
83.33 
40.82 

100.00 

62.32 

59.41 99.87 
3,914.73 55.72 

287.57 93.24 
6.76 99.88 
0.99 99.82 

14.33 71.34 
200.00 0. 00 
24.00- 113.33 

255.93 71.56 
58.99- 139.33 
51.75- 106.09 
10.00 93.33 

427.56 41.03 

5,042.54 

1,290.00 
o.oo 

58.94 

92.73 

28.33 
100.00 

99.38 

1,348.94 88.25 

885.25- 100.00 
240.00- 100.00 
102.00- 110.41 
156.44 91.77 
847.36 29.39 
462.66 22.89 

239.21 

339.62 

21.00 
208.00-
345. 72 

60.00 
614.62 

833.34 

208.06 
157.24-

25. 74 
57.14-
2.13 

27.04 
10,226.34 

73.00-
o.oo 

2,699.99 
1,601. 77 

392.02 

94.89 

15. 10 

95.01 
146.22 
50.61 
40.00 
38.54 

68.80 

99.87 
101.24 
99.87 

100.52 
99.89 
82.55 
25.36 

108.11 
100.00 

61.43 
42.79 
56.44 
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Code 

6001 

21600 

1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
5230 

21900 

5699 

5699 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3320 
5210 
5230 
5540 
5549 
5810 
6001 
6012 
8202 

22100 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
2860 
3100 
3310 
3320 
3350 
5210 
5230 
5305 
5530 
5540 
5800 
5810 
6001 
6007 
6008 
6010 
6011 
6017 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SU~~RY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE 40 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gi1leya 

Appropriations Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY Description 

OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT $ 

FUNC 21900 VICTIM/WITNESS 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
VSRS 
Health Insurance 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKER'S COMPENSATION 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

VICTIM/WITNESS PROGRAM 

PROGRAM 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FUNC 21930 BLUE RIDGE LEGAL SERVICES 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

FUNC 21940 REGIONAL COURT SERVICES 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

FUNC 22100 COMMONWEALTH'S 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS BENEFITS 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS 
LIFE INSURANCE 

$ 

ATTORNEY 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
WITNESS TRAVEL EXPENDITURES 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS 
FURNITURE & FIXTURES 

COMMONWEALTH'S ATTORNEY 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
LINE OF DUTY BENEFITS $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
INSURED REPAIRS $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE $ 
TRAVEL SUBSISTANCE & LODGING $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 
MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES $ 
DUES & HEMBERSHIPS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 
REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES $ 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL $ 
POLICE SUPPLIES $ 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL $ 
AMMUNITION $ 

6,500.00 $ 

243,834.00 

28,965.00 
2,217.00 
3,516.00 
5,177.00 

345.00 
40.00 
o.oo 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

40,260.00 $ 

1,500.00 $ 

3,759.00 $ 

188,734.00 $ 
12,300.00 $ 
15,379.00 $ 
21,343.00 $ 
10,863.00 $ 
2,092.00 $ 

180.00 $ 
750.00 $ 

1,100.00 $ 
600.00 $ 

3,500.00 $ 
800.00 $ 
800.00 $ 

1,500.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 
1,550.00 $ 

262,491.00 $ 

1,027,965.00 $ 
20,000.00 $ 
80,275.00 $ 

125,977.00 $ 
124,543.00 $ 
12,360.00 $ 
11,800.00 $ 
7,100.00 $ 
7,000.00 $ 
9,000.00 $ 

18,390.00 $ 
500.00 $ 

2,000.00 $ 
12,000.00 $ 
13,000.00 $ 

7,000.00 $ 
2,500.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 
2,500.00 $ 
4,000.00 $ 

33,900.00 $ 
75,000.00 $ 
5,500.00 $ 
6,500.00 $ 
9,000.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

71, 128.35 

9,655.01 
729.58 

1,172.11 
1,855.37 

148.04 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

13,560.11 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

62,911.65 $ 
0.00 $ 

4,946.61 $ 
7,153.23 $ 
3,710.74 $ 

701.15 $ 
0.00 $ 

128.80 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

79,552.18 $ 

340,126.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

23,960.61 $ 
41,291.30 $ 
44,386.69 $ 
4,047.51 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

6,372.00 $ 
3,373.84 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

7,411.33 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

4,583.08 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

18,202.61 

2,413.75 
182.42 
293.03 
456.65 

37.02 
o.oo 

11.88 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,394.75 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

15,727.90 $ 
976.00 $ 

1,449.49 $ 
1,788.30 $ 

913.30 $ 
175.30 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

17.42 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

53.15 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

21,100.86 $ 

84,827.80 $ 
940.50 $ 

6,050.85 $ 
10,322.82 $ 
10,924.62 $ 

1,011.86 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

16.03 $ 
600.13 $ 

18,438.47 $ 
0.00 $ 
9.58 $ 

1,548.84 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

300.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
123.70 $ 

1,701.10 $ 
6,101.38 $ 

o. 00 $ 
659.68 $ 
127.72 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

4,928.07 $ 

156,238.01 

19,310.00 
1,459.36 
2,344.24 
3,653.20 

296.16 
29.24 

103.01 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

27,195.21 $ 

1,500.00 $ 

3,759.00 $ 

123,407.49 $ 
8,424.00 $ 

10,686.80 $ 
14,274.75 $ 
7,306.40 $ 
1,399.29 $ 

157.58 $ 
255.60 $ 
426.50 $ 
167.73 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

270.00 $ 
788.04 $ 
662.70 $ 

o.oo $ 

168,226.88 $ 

653,985.51 $ 
12,779.28 $ 
47,137.01 $ 
79,068.52 $ 
83,760.26 $ 
7,750.40 $ 

11,467.68 $ 
6,834.32 $ 

899.27 $ 
6,289.96 $ 

32,062.41 $ 
0.00 $ 

1,386.86 $ 
9,777.99 $ 

13,338.00 $ 
3,846.28 $ 
2,911.17 $ 

113.00 $ 
2,191.00 $ 
6,535.36 $ 

10,254.98 $ 
41,045.72 $ 
2,275.28 $ 
3,154.45 $ 
8,977.03 $ 

Page: 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:16 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

1,571.93 

16,467.64 

0.01-
28.06 
0.35-

331.57-
99.20-
10.76 

103.01-

75.82 

93.25 

100.00 
98.73 

100.01 
106.40 
128.75 

73.10 
100.00 

495.32- 101.23 

o.oo 

0.00 

2,414.86 
3,876.00 

254.41-
84.98-

154.14-
8.44-

22.42 
365.60 
673.50 
432.27 

3,500.00 
800.00 
530.00 
711.96 
337.30 

1,550.00 

14,711.94 

33,853.49 
7,220.72 
9,177.38 
5,617.18 
3,603.95-

562.09 
332.32 
265.68 

6,100.73 
3,661.96-

17,046.25-
500.00 
613.14 

5,189.32-
338.00-

3,153.72 
411.17-
887.00 
309.00 

2,535.36-
19,061.94 
33,954.28 

3,224.72 
3,345.55 

22.97 

100.00 

100.00 

98.72 
68.49 

101.65 
100.40 
101.42 
100.40 

87.54 
51.25 
38.77 
27.96 
o.oo 
o.oo 

33.75 
52.54 
66.27 
o.oo 

94.40 

96.71 
63.90 
88.57 
95.54 

102.89 
95.45 
97.18 
96.26 
12.85 

140.69 
192.69 

o.oo 
69.34 

143.24 
102.60 
54.95 

116.45 
11.30 
87.64 

163.38 
43.77 
54.73 
41.37 
48.53 
99.74 
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Code 

6024 

31200 

5699 

5699 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
2860 
5230 
5540 
6001 
6008 
6011 

32100 

5697 
5698 
5699 

32200 

2860 
5699 

32201 

2860 
5699 

32202 

2860 
5699 

32203 

5699 

5699 

7000 

3840 

5210 
5230 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 

Description 

INSURED REPAIRS 

Posted Only Figures 
Executed By1 gilleya 

Appropriations 

11,000.00 $ 

outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

0.00 $ o.oo $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

0.00 $ 

SHERIFF $ 1,629,810.00 $ 475,552.36 $ 143,805.08 $ 1,047,841.74 $ 

FUNC 31210 CRIMINAL JUSTICE TRAINING CENTER 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 16,000.00 $ 

FUNC 31220 DRUG TASK FORCE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

FUNC 32100 EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS BENEFITS 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS 
LIFE INSURANCE 

SERVICES 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE 
LINE OF DUTY BENEFITS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 

EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 

FUNC 32200 VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANIES 
TWO FOR LIFE DISTRIBUTION $ 
FIRE PROGRAMS DISTRIBUTION $ 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

VOLUNTEER FIRE COHPANIES 

FUNC 32201 BLUE RIDGE VOLUNTEER FIRE 
LINE OF DUTY BENEFITS 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

$ 
$ 

BLUE RIDGE VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPAN $ 

12,500.00 $ 

257,022.00 
18,000.00 
21,037.00 
22,924.00 
33,820.00 
2,247.00 

15,000.00 
2,160.00 

800.00 
100.00 
400.00 

1,500.00 
1,100.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

376,110.00 $ 

15,541.00 $ 
25,666.00 $ 
20,000.00 $ 

61,207.00 $ 

COMPANY 
1,900.00 

50,000.00 
$ 
$ 

51,900.00 $ 

FUNC 32202 BOYCE VOLUNTEER FIRE 
LINE OF DUTY BENEFITS 

COMPANY 

$ 2,900.00 
50,000.00 

$ 
$ CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

BOYCE VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY 52,900.00 $ 

FUNC 32203 ENDERS VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY 
LINE OF DUTY BENEFITS $ 4, 000,00 $ 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 15 1 000,00 $ 

ENDERS VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY 79,000.00 $ 

FUNC 32300 LORD FAIRFAX EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTION $ 4, 929,00 $ 

FUNC 32400 FORESTRY SERVICE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTION 

FUNC 33100 REGIONAL JAIL 
JOINT OPERATIONS 

FUNC 33200 JUVENILE DETENTION 
PURCHASED SERVICES - DETENTION C $ 

FUNC 33300 PROBATION OFFICE 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECO}rnUNICATIONS 

$ 
$ 

2, 712.00 $ 

577,987.00 $ 

57,904.00 $ 

125.00 $ 
500.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

69,713.68 
o.oo 

4,674.27 
7,639.79 

11,450.96 
748.92 

0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

94,227.62 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo 
0.00 

$ 
$ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o. 00 $ 

24,562.24 
2,385.00 
1,893.94 
1,910.30 
2,818.35 

187.24 
0.00 
o.oo 

42.76 
0.00 
o.oo 

88.20 
46.40 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

33,934.43 $ 

o. 00 $ 
o. 00 $ 
0 .oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0. 00 $ 

0.00 $ 
8.03 $ 

13,447.50 $ 

4,702.66 $ 

174,304.39 
16,665.00 
13,256.55 
15,282.40 
22,546.80 
1,497.92 

12,185.39 
2,278.26 

332.87 
o.oo 
o.oo 

573.87 
228.80 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

259,152.25 $ 

0.00 $ 
26,410.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

26,410.00 $ 

1,495.00 
37,500.00 

$ 
$ 

38,995.00 $ 

2,384.42 
0.00 

$ 
$ 

2,384.42 $ 

3,445.00 $ 
56,250.00 $ 

59,695.00 $ 

4,929.00 $ 

2,711.52 $ 

407,159.25 $ 

28,952.24 $ 

0.00 $ 
104.18 $ 

Page: 5 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

11,000.00 

106,415.90 

7,797.34 

13,003.93 
1,335.00 
3,106.18 

1. 81 
177.76-

0.16 
2,814.61 

118.26-
467.13 
100.00 
400.00 
926.13 
871.20 

22,730.13 

15,541.00 
744.00-

20,000.00 

34,797.00 

405.00 
12,500.00 

12,905.00 

515.58 
50,000.00 

50,515.58 

555.00 
18,750.00 

19,305.00 

0.00 

0.48 

170,827.75 

28,951.76 

125.00 
395.82 

o.oo 

93.47 

84.05 

37.62 

94. 94 
92.58 
85.23 
99.99 

100.53 
99.99 
81.24 

105.48 
41.61 
o.oo 
o.oo 

38.26 
20.80 

93.96 

o.oo 
102.90 

o.oo 

43.15 

78.68 
75.00 

75.13 

82.22 
o.oo 

4.51 

86.12 
75.00 

75.56 

100.00 

99.98 

70.44 

50.00 

0.00 
20.84 
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Code 

6001 

33300 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3320 
3500 
5210 
5230 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6008 
6012 
8201 

34100 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3310 
3500 
5210 
5230 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6004 
6005 
6008 
6011 
6014 

35100 

3100 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2220 
2300 
2400 
2510 
2700 
2800 
3000 
3310 
3320 
5230 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE #0 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

OFFICE SUPPLIES 

PROBATION OFFICE 

FUNC 34100 BUILDING INSPECTIONS 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS BENEFITS 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
PRINTING AND BINDING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL MILEAGE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS 
MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 

BUILDING INSPECTIONS 

FUNC 35100 ANIMAL CONTROL 

$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
TRAVEL MILEAGE $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 
MEDICAL AND LABORATORY SUPPLIES $ 
LAUNDRY, HOUSEKEEPING, & JANITOR $ 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL $ 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL $ 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 

ANIMAL CONTROL $ 

300.00 $ 

925.00 $ 

98,455.00 $ 
7,531.00 $ 

11,952.00 $ 
11,952.00 $ 

1,172.00 $ 
1,100.00 $ 
1,900.00 $ 

600.00 $ 
150.00 $ 
900.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
400.00 $ 
400.00 $ 
500.00 $ 

2,500.00 $ 
500.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

35,845.00 $ 
18,000.00 $ 

4,119.00 $ 
4,352.00 $ 
5,976.00 $ 

427.00 $ 
600.00 $ 

12,204.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

100.00 $ 
50.00 $ 

1,500.00 $ 
350.00 $ 

1,000.00 $ 
100.00 $ 
150.00 $ 

1,500.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

848.00 $ 
400.00 $ 

5,000.00 $ 

92,521.00 $ 

FUNC 35300 MEDICAL EXAMINER & INDIGENT BURIAL 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 1 1 000,00 $ 

FUNC 35600 COMMUNICATIONS 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 

$ 
$ 

FICA Benefits 
VSRS Benefits 
VSRS - HYBRID PLAN 
Health Insurance Benefits 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Life Insurance 
VLDP PLAN - HYBRID 
worker's compensation 
OTHER BENEFITS - ANNUAL 
PURCHASED SERVICES 

LEAVE PA $ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

208,523.00 $ 
15,953.00 $ 
25,315.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
33,376.00 $ 

2,481.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

200.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

62,338.00 $ 
25,250.00 $ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

32,818.36 $ 
2,268.74 $ 
3,984.19 $ 
4,046.91 $ 

390.49 $ 
0.00 $ 

111.96 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

211.14 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

29.87 $ 

43,861.66 $ 

11,948.36 $ 
o.oo $ 

763.86 $ 
1,450.54 $ 
2,023.46 $ 

142.16 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

68.10 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

42.56 $ 

16,439.04 $ 

o.oo $ 

68,870.00 $ 
5,139.44 $ 
7,177.33 $ 
1,183.49 $ 

11,132.21 $ 
819.55 $ 

57.52 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

551.20 $ 

0.00 $ 

a. 03 $ 

8,204.58 $ 
567.17 $ 
996.03 $ 
996.04 $ 
97.64 $ 
o. 00 $ 

69.98 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

26.59 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

70.00 $ 
35.15 $ 

146.51 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

2,987.08 $ 
1,418.36 $ 

299.49 $ 
362.63 $ 
498.02 $ 

35.55 $ 
0.00 $ 

1,720.14 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

48.13 $ 
0.00 $ 

534.98 $ 
0.00 $ 
9. 45 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

112.82 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

17,554.95 $ 
1,310.71 $ 
1,794.33 $ 

295.87 $ 
2,739.90 $ 

204.89 $ 
14.38 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

29.65 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

2,041. 70 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

o.oo $ 

104.18 $ 

65,636.64 $ 
4,537.36 $ 
7,968.24 $ 
7,968.32 $ 

781.12 $ 
1,012.69 $ 
1,502.17 $ 

143.90 $ 
94.17 $ 

251.37 $ 
136.17 $ 

o.oo $ 
70.00 $ 

637.00 $ 
1,349.76 $ 

28.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

92,116.91 $ 

23,896.64 $ 
11,448.36 $ 

2,403.65 $ 
2,901.04 $ 
3,984.16 $ 

284,40 $ 
566.87 $ 

4,845.56 $ 
15.21 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

434.97 $ 
o.oo $ 

647.98 $ 
o.oo $ 

49.70 $ 
1,350.01 $ 

116.82 $ 
960.75 $ 

o.oo $ 
1,427.47 $ 

55,333.59 $ 

20.00 $ 

137,543.88 $ 
10,699.38 $ 
16,541.83 $ 

295.87 $ 
22,208.79 $ 
1,650.46 $ 

14.38 $ 
163.36 $ 

8,361.66 $ 
126.66 $ 
287.50 $ 

48,385.16 $ 
15,202.65 $ 

Page: 6 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

300.00 

820.82 

0.00 
724.90 

0.43-
63.23-
0.39 

87.31 
285.87 
456.10 

55.83 
437.49 
136.17-
400.00 
330.00 
137.00-

1,150.24 
472.00 
29.87-

4,033.43 

0.00 

11.26 

100.00 
90.37 

100.00 
100.53 
99.97 
92.06 
84.95 
23.98 
62.78 
51.39 

100.00 
0.00 

17.50 
127.40 
53.99 

5.60 
100.00 

97. 12 

0.00 100.00 
6,551.64 63.60 

951.49 76.90 
0.42 99.99 

31.62- 100.53 
0.44 99.90 

33.13 94.48 
7,358.44 39.70 

15.21- 100.00 
100.00 o.oo 

50.00 0.00 
996.93 33.54 
350.00 0.00 
352.02 64.80 
100.00 0.00 
100.30 33.13 
149.99 90.00 
116.82- 100.00 
112.75- 113.30 
400.00 o.oo 

3,529.97 29.40 

20,748.37 77.57 

980.00 2.00 

2,109.12 98.99 
114.18 99.28 

1,595.84 93.70 
1,479.36- 100.00 

35.00 99.90 
10.99 99.56 
71.90- 100.00 
36.64 81.68 

8,361.66- 100.00 
126.66- 100.00 
287.50- 100.00 

13,952.84 77.62 
9,496.15 62.39 
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Code 

5420 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6011 
6014 
6032 

35600 

3840 

3000 
6014 

42600 

3840 
5699 

42700 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3310 
3320 
3600 
5110 
5120 
5130 
5230 
5301 
5302 
5305 
5308 
5410 
5540 
6003 
6005 
6007 
6008 
6009 
6014 
8200 
8201 

43200 

3100 
3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
5130 
5410 
6000 
6007 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 

Description 

TOWER LEASE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 
911 EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS 

COMMUNICATIONS 

FUNC 42400 REFUSE DISPOSAL 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

PURCHASED SERVICES $ 

FUNC 42600 LITTER CONTROL PROGRAM 
PURCHASED SERVICES $ 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 

LITTER CONTROL PROGRAM 

FUNC 42700 SANITATION 
PURCHASED SERVICES 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS (CCSA) 

SANITATION 

$ 
$ 

Posted Only Figures 
Executed By1 gilleya 

Appropriations 

27,500.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

300.00 $ 
1,800.00 $ 
1,200.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

406,236.00 $ 

168,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
5,817.00 $ 

5,817.00 $ 

27,500.00 $ 
30,000.00 $ 

57,500.00 $ 

outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

10,350.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

105,280.74 $ 

o.oo $ 

1,698.40 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,698.40 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

2,070.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

63.15 $ 
297.90 $ 

0. 00 $ 
520.95 $ 

28,938.38 $ 

10,260.77 $ 

150.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

150.00 $ 

4,529.28 $ 
0.00 $ 

4,529.28 $ 

FUNC 43200 GENERAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
ADVERTISING $ 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 
HEATING SERVICES $ 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES $ 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS $ 
BOILER INSURANCE $ 
FIRE INSURANCE $ 
MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE $ 
GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE $ 
EQUIPHENT RENTAL $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 
AGRICULTURAL SUPPLIES $ 
LAUNDRY, HOUSEKEEPING, & JANITOR$ 
REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES $ 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL $ 
VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES $ 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 
CAPITAL OUTLAY ADDITIONS $ 
MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT $ 

GENERAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

FUNC 43202 101 CHALMERS COURT 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
HEATING SERVICES 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
LEASE OF EQUIPMENT 
MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

140,920.00 $ 
10,780.00 $ 
16,918.00 $ 
18,463.00 $ 
1,677.00 $ 
4,150.00 $ 

600.00 $ 
10,430.00 $ 
86,550.00 $ 

750.00 $ 
4,813.00 $ 

10,071.00 $ 
6,788.00 $ 
3,900.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

19,500.00 $ 
5,200.00 $ 
8,500.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

800.00 $ 
750.00 $ 

15,000.00 $ 
9,848.00 $ 
4,937.00 $ 
5,700.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

391,545.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
19,175.00 $ 
32,268.00 $ 
22,000.00 $ 

3,400.00 $ 
2,900.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

1,000.00 $ 

46,948.86 $ 
3,225.83 $ 
5,636.85 $ 
6,801.96 $ 

558.66 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

8,200.00 $ 
34,134.32 $ 

0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

770.62 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

10,239.66 $ 
6,099.47 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

8,667.50 $ 
o.oo $ 

131,283.73 $ 

o.oo $ 
3,755.61 $ 

14,085.09 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

11,737.25 $ 
806.61 $ 

1,409.21 $ 
1,674.11 $ 

139.68 $ 
o.oo $ 
0. 00 $ 

2,400.00 $ 
3,660.91 $ 

125.13 $ 
0. 00 $ 
0.00 $ 

28.95 $ 
170.83 $ 

0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

211.22 $ 
3,063.18 $ 

756.31 $ 
1,688.37 $ 

14. 63 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

27,886.39 $ 

206.91 $ 
4,276.99 $ 
1,885.59 $ 
2,248.64 $ 
1, 151.71 $ 

120.63 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 
7.63 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

19,132.29 $ 
30.79 $ 

230.00 $ 
981.46 $ 

1,114.81 $ 
41.85 $ 

520.95 $ 

283,533.73 $ 

41,252.59 $ 

1,231.60 $ 
150.00 $ 

1,381.60 $ 

15,852.48 $ 
30,000.00 $ 

45,852.48 $ 

92,271.43 $ 
6,381.44 $ 

11,087.05 $ 
12,831.90 $ 
1,098.08 $ 
3,460.23 $ 

183.00 $ 
7,335.12 $ 

52,415.05 $ 
125.13 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

150.30 $ 
1,347.06 $ 
3,409.00 $ 

19,688.00 $ 
5,643.00 $ 
8,513.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

4,760.34 $ 
8,392,21 $ 
4,301.67 $ 
8,065.43 $ 

40.74 $ 
o.oo $ 

4,685.44 $ 

256,184.62 $ 

4,392.76 $ 
12,974.28 $ 
18,183.65 $ 
19,915.67 $ 

2,840.03 $ 
618.26 $ 
264.97 $ 
224.70 $ 
851.99 $ 

Page: 7 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

1,982.29-
1,969.21 

70.00 
818.54 

85.19 
41.85-

520.95-

17,421.53 

107.21 
1.54 

76. 67 
54.53 
92.90 

100.00 
100.00 

95.71 

126,747.41 24.56 

2,930.00- 100.00 
5,667.00 2.58 

2,737.00 

11,647.52 
o.oo 

11,647.52 

1,699.71 
1,172.73 

194.10 
1,170.86-

20.26 
689.77 
417.00 

5,105.12-
0.63 

624.87 
4,813.00 

10,071.00 
6,637.70 
1,782.32 
1,409.00-

188.00-
443.00-
13.00-

2,000.00 
800.00 
750.00 

o.oo 
4,643.68-

635.33 
2,365.43-

459.26 
8,667.50-
4,685.44-

4,076.65 

4,392.76-
2,445.11 

0.74-
2,084.33 

559.97 
2,281. 74 

264.97-
224.70-
148.01 

52.95 

57.65 
100.00 

79.74 

98.79 
89.12 
98.85 

106.34 
98.79 
83.38 
30.50 

148.95 
100.00 
16.68 
o.oo 
o.oo 
2.21 

54.30 
170.45 
100.96 
108.52 
100.15 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

100.00 
147.15 
87.13 

141.50 
8.15 

100.00 
100.00 

98.96 

100.00 
87.25 

100.00 
90.53 
83.53 
21.32 

100.00 
100.00 

85.20 
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Code 

43202 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
5130 
6007 

43205 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
5130 
6007 

43206 

3310 
3320 
5110 
6007 

43207 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
5130 
6007 

43208 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
6007 

43209 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
6007 

43210 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5120 
5130 
6007 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE fO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By1 gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

101 CHALMERS COURT $ 80,743.00 $ 

FUNC 43205 129 RAMSBURG LN MAINTENANCE 

$ REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 

DEFT 
1,000.00 
1,700.00 
3,200.00 
3,200.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
HEATING SERVICES 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

129 RAMSBURG LN MAINTENANCE DEPT $ 

225.00 
1,000.00 

10,325.00 $ 

FUNC 43206 100 N CHRUCH ST/RADIO TOWER 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS $ 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 
HEATING SERVICES $ 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES $ 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES $ 

100 N CHRUCH ST/RADIO TOWER 

FUNC 43207 102 N CHRUCH ST 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

102 N CHRUCH ST 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

5,400.00 
5,000.00 

12,000.00 
2,600.00 
4,000.00 
1,000.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

30,000.00 $ 

5,000.00 $ 
3,000.00 $ 

21,000.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

30,000.00 $ 

FUNC 43208 104 N CHURCH/106 N 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 

CHURCH ST 

$ 5,000.00 
2,800.00 
7,000.00 
3,700.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

HEATING SERVICES 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

104 N CHURCH/106 N CHURCH ST $ 

FUNC 43209 225 RAMSBURG LANE ANIMAL 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS $ 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 
HEATING SERVICES $ 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES $ 

225 RAMSBURG LANE ANIMAL SHELTER $ 

FUNC 43210 524 WESTWOOD RD 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
HEATING SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

524 WESTWOOD RD $ 

650.00 
1,000.00 

20,150.00 

SHELTER 
8,910.00 
3,080.00 
4,800.00 
6,500.00 
1,000.00 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

24,290.00 $ 

1,400.00 $ 
1,642.00 $ 
1,900.00 $ 
1, 718.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

7,660.00 $ 

FUNC 43211 225 AL SMITH CIR REC CENTER 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS $ 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 
HEATING SERVICES $ 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES $ 
REPAIR AND }tAINT SUPPLIES $ 

10,000.00 
2,700.00 

16,500.00 
0.00 

2,700.00 
3,000.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

17,840.70 $ 

1,500.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

1,500.00 $ 

1,318.00 
940.00 

o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

2,258.00 $ 

1,372.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

1,372.00 $ 

3,100.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 

3,100.00 

645.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

9,898.10 $ 

0.00 
0.00 

210.79 
1,486.62 

17.00 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

1,714.41 $ 

628.00 
620.00 
841.67 
787.62 
626.20 

0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,503.49 $ 

144.00 $ 
o. 00 $ 

2,983.45 $ 
47.78 $ 

3,175.23 $ 

0.00 
o.oo 

681.77 
947.75 

48.10 
65.35 

1,742.97 

o.oo 
o.oo 

355.99 
3,191.37 

o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

-------------~--
645.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo 

2,540.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,547.36 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

108.18 $ 
555.66 $ 

0.00 $ 

663.84 

334.29 
0.00 

1,773.90 
0.00 

170.00 
5.79 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

60,266.31 $ 

354.00 
104.50 

1,837.61 
4,314.59 

8s.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

6,695.70 $ 

5,514.01 
2,206.80 
5,869.96 
2,193.21 
1,672.70 

965.46 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

18,422.14 $ 

5,375.72 $ 
1,567.80 $ 

12,737.11 $ 
456.26 $ 

20,136.89. $ 

1,800.00 
1,719.80 
5,004.57 
2,319.67 

168.35 
104.62 

11,117.01 

2,476.80 
513.00 

3,325.15 
6,818.90 

417.38 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

13,551.23 $ 

768.00 $ 
190.00 $ 
811.21 $ 
942.81 $ 

15.99 $ 

2,728.01 

2,089.29 
209.00 

16,269.01 
2,220.36 
1,056.05 
2,457.30 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

Page1 8 
Date1 03/06/14 
Time1 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

2,635.99 

854.00-
1,595.50 
1,362.39 
1,114.59-

140.00 
1,000.00 

2,129.30 

1,432.01-
1,853.20 
6,130.04 

406.79 
2,327.30 

34.54 

9,319.86 

1,747.72-
1,432.20 
8,262.89 

543.74 

8,491.11 

100.00 
1,080.20 
1,995.43 
1,380.33 

481.65 
895.38 

5,932.99 

5,788.20 
2,567.00 
1,474.85 

318.90-
582.62 

10,093.77 

632.00 
1,452.00 
1,088.79 

775.19 
984.01 

4,931.99 

5,370.71 
2,491.00 

230.99 
2,220.36-
1,643.95 

542.70 

96.74 

185.40 
6.15 

57.43 
134. 83 

37.78 
o.oo 

79.38 

126.52 
62.94 
48.92 
84.35 
41. 82 
96.55 

68.93 

134.95 
52.26 
60.65 
45.63 

71.70 

98.00 
61.42 
71.49 
62.69 
25.90 
10.46 

70.56 

35.04 
16.66 
69.27 

104.91 
41.74 

58.44 

54.86 
11.57 
42.70 
54.88 

1.60 

35.61 

46.29 
7.74 

98.60 
100.00 
39.11 
81.91 
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code 

43211 

3310 
5110 
5130 
6007 

43212 

3310 
5110 
5130 
6007 
8200 

43213 

5110 
6007 

43214 

3310 
5110 
6007 

43215 

3320 

3310 
6007 

43232 

3310 
3320 
5130 
6007 

43236 

3310 
3320 
5110 
5130 
6007 

43237 

5610 

5699 

5620 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FO-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE fO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Fig.ures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

225 AL SMITH CIR REC CENTER $ 34,900.00 $ 

FUNC 43212 225 AL SMITH CIR PARK OFFICE/GROUNDS 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE $ 8, 000,00 $ 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 7, 600,00 $ 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES $ 2,800.00 $ 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES $ 5,000.00 $ 

225 AL SMITH CIR PARK OFFICE/GRO $ 

FUNC 43213 225 AL SMITH CIR POOL 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 
CAPITAL OUTLAY ADDITIONS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

225 AL SMITH CIR POOL $ 

FUNC 43214 225 AL SMITH CIR BASEBALL 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES $ 
REPAIR AND !-tAINT SUPPLIES $ 

225 AL SMITH CIR BASEBALL $ 

FUNC 43215 225 AL SMITH CIR SOCCER 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
REPAIR AND HAINT SUPPLIES 

225 AL SHITH CIR SOCCER 

$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

23,400.00 $ 

3,500.00 $ 
9,500.00 $ 
7,358.00 $ 
4,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

24,358.00 $ 

1,700.00 $ 
5,000.00 $ 

6,700.00 $ 

645.00 $ 
700.00 $ 

5,000.00 $ 

6,345.00 $ 

FUNC 43216 106 N CHRUCH ST (OLD COMM ATTY OFC) 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS $ 0.00 $ 

FUNC 43232 32 E MAIN ST 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
REPAIR AND !-tAINT SUPPLIES 

32 E HAIN ST 

FUNC 43236 36 E MAIN ST 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

36 E MAIN ST 

FUNC 43237 311 E MAIN ST 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
ELECTRICAL SERVICES 
WATER & SEWAGE SERVICES 
REPAIR AND MAINT SUPPLIES 

311 B HAIN ST 

$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FUNC 51100 LOCAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

FUNC 51200 OUR HEALTH 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

0.00 $ 
100.00 $ 

100.00 $ 

5,500.00 $ 
750.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
100.00 $ 

6,350.00 $ 

2,500.00 $ 
1,800.00 $ 
8,000.00 $ 

850.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

14,150.00 $ 

199,000.00 $ 

4,875.00 $ 

FUNC 52500 NORTHWESTERN COMMUNITY SERVICES 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 82,000.00 $ 

Outstanding 
Encumbrances 

2,540.00 $ 

3,644.29 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

3,644.29 $ 

669.73 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

669.73 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

5,000.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

5,000.00 $ 

1,428.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

1,428.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

Expenditures 
For FEBRUARY 

2,283.98 $ 

1,700.70 $ 
307.65 $ 
85.50 $ 
13.78 $ 

2,107.63 $ 

0.00 $ 
99.27 $ 
20.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

119.27 $ 

23.69 $ 
0.00 $ 

23.69 $ 

o.oo $ 
28.61 $ 

122.50 $ 

151.11 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

3,366.11 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

3,366.11 $ 

70.00 $ 
o. 00 $ 

935.01 $ 
120.25 $ 

37.27 $ 

1,162.53 $ 

0.00 $ 

o. 00 $ 

0.00 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

24,301.01 $ 

3,603.41 $ 
3,066.95 $ 
1,324.25 $ 
3,022.97 $ 

11,017.58 $ 

4,337.97 $ 
3,444.92 $ 

11,319.45 $ 
3,721.96 $ 
3,096.00 $ 

870.16 $ 
2,341.76 $ 

3,211.92 $ 

436.00 $ 
412.16 $ 

3,087.81 $ 

3,935.97 $ 

120.00 $ 

400.00 $ 
203.90 $ 

603.90 $ 

6,768.23 $ 
0.00 $ 

26.46 $ 
113.17 $ 

6,907.86 $ 

1,142.00 $ 
1,700.80 $ 
5,375.45 $ 

501.00 $ 
188.60 $ 

8,907.85 $ 

49,750.00 $ 

4,875.00 $ 

61,500.00 $ 

Page: 9 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

8,058.99 

752.30 
4,533.05 
1,475.75 
1,977.03 

8,738.13 

1,507.70-
6,055.08 
3,961.45-

278.04 
3,096.00-

76.91 

90.60 
40.35 
47.29 
60.46 

62.66 

143. 08 
36.26 

153.84 
93.05 

100.00 

2,232.03- 109.16 

829.84 51.19 
2,658.24 46.84 

3,488.08 

209.00 
287.84 

1,912.19 

2,409.03 

47.94 

67.60 
58.88 
61.76 

62.03 

120.00- 100.00 

400.00- 100.00 
103.90- 203.90 

503. 90- 603. 90 

6,268.23- 213.97 
750.00 o.oo 
26.46- 100.00 
13.17- 113.17 

5,557.86- 187.53 

70.00-
99.20 

2,624.55 
349.00 
811. 40 

3,814.15 

149,250.00 

o.oo 

20,500.00 

102.80 
94.49 
67.19 
58.94 
18.86 

73.04 

25.00 

100.00 

75.00 
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Code 

5699 

5699 

5699 

5699 

5699 

5699 

5699 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3300 
3320 
3500 
3600 
5210 
5230 
5400 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6003 
6008 
6011 
6014 
8201 
8207 

71100 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3600 
5830 
6001 
6002 
6013 
6014 
6015 

71310 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

FUNC 52800 CONCERN HOTLINE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

FUNC 52900 NW WORKS 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

$ 750.00 $ 

$ 750.00 $ 

FUNC 53230 SHENANDOAH AREA AGENCY ON AGING 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 40 1 000.00 $ 

FUNC 53240 VIRGINIA REGIONAL TRANSIT 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 17,639.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

FUNC 53500 THE LAUREL CENTER (SHELTER FOR ABUSED WOMEN) 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 2 1 000.00 $ 

FUNC 53600 ACCESS INDEPENDENCE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 750.00 $ 

FUNC 69100 LORD FAIRFAX COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 13,924.00 $ 

FUNC 71100 PARKS ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS BENEFITS 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE 
PURCHASED SERVICES 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT 
PRINTING AND BINDING 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
LEASES AND RENTALS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
AGRICULTURAL SUPPLIES 
VEHICLE AND EQUIP FUEL 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 
}!ACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 
EDP EQUIPMENT 

PARKS ADMINISTRATION 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FUNC 71310 CLARKE COUNTY RECREATION 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
ADVERTISING $ 
REFUNDS $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 
FOOD SUPPLIES & FOOD SERVICE SUP $ 
EDUCATIONAL AND RECREATIONAL SUP $ 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES $ 
MERCHANDISE FOR RESALE $ 

CLARKE COUNTY RECREATION CENTER $ 

FUNC 71320 SWIMMING POOL 

232,243.00 $ 
13,356.00 $ 
18,789.00 $ 
28,194.00 $ 
30,648.00 $ 
2,764.00 $ 
8,300.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
5,072.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

793.00 $ 
5,000.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

530.00 $ 
1,274.00 $ 
1,275.00 $ 
2,500.00 $ 

600.00 $ 
1,400.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 
1,856.00 $ 
8,250.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

366,844.00 $ 

CENTER 
43,210.00 
25,809.00 
5,280.00 
5,246.00 
5,480.00 

514.00 
700.00 
200.00 
200.00 
50.00 

820.00 
2,300.00 
2,700.00 
5,000.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

97,509.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

77,414.36 $ 
0.00 $ 

5,260.14 $ 
9,398.15 $ 

11' 4 76.4 7 $ 
921.13 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

1,214.67 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

1,123.91 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

106,808.83 $ 

14,403.36 
o.oo 

1,090.54 
1,748.57 
1,855.37 

171. 40 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

19,269.24 $ 

o.oo $ 

o. 00 $ 

10,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

19,353.58 $ 
443.25 $ 

1,349.49 $ 
2,349.52 $ 
2,824.64 $ 

230.32 $ 
o.oo $ 
o. 00 $ 

62.40 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 

18.07 $ 
61.09 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

105.00 $ 
82.90 $ 
o.oo $ 

41.33 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

26,921.59 $ 

3,600.83 
2,564.81 

468.84 
437.14 
456.65 
42.85 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

137.25 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

7,708.37 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

750.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

30,000.00 $ 

8,819.50 $ 

2,000.00 $ 

750.00 $ 

6,962.00 $ 

154,828.64 $ 
8,192.76 $ 

11,149.15 $ 
18,796.16 $ 
22,597.12 $ 
1,842.56 $ 
6,578.35 $ 

21.00 $ 
903.90 $ 
95.14 $ 

635.00 $ 
2,918.54 $ 

543.42 $ 
590.76 $ 

1,703.08 $ 
327.00 $ 

1,005.62 $ 
49.99 $ 

550.49 $ 
409.65 $ 

1,361. 71 $ 
0.00 $ 

8,250.00 $ 

243,350.04 $ 

28,806.64 
16,979.97 
3,480.11 
3,497.12 
3,653.20 

342.80 
537.91 

o.oo 
251.00 

3.94 
226.64 
823.65 

1,266. 72 
1,355.66 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

61,225.36 $ 

Page: 10 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

0.00 

750.00 

10,000.00 

8,819.50 

o.oo 

0.00 

6,962.00 

0.00 
5,163.24 
2,379.71 

0.31-
3,425.59-

0.31 
1,721.65 

21.00-
2,953.43 

904.86 
158.00 
957.55 

1,456.58 
60.76-

429.08-
948.00 

1,494.38 
550.01 
849.51 
590.35 
494.29 

8,250.00 
8,250.00-

16,685.13 

o.oo 
8,829.03 

709.35 
0.31 

28.57-
0.20-

162.09 
200.00 
51.00-
46.06 

593.36 
1,476.35 
1,433.28 
3,644.34 

17,014.40 

100.00 

0.00 

75.00 

50.00 

100.00 

100.00 

50.00 

100.00 
61.34 
87.33 

100.00 
111.18 

99.99 
79.26 

100.00 
41.77 
9.51 

80.08 
80.85 
27.17 

111.46 
133.68 
25.65 
40.22 

8.33 
39.32 
40.97 
73.37 
o.oo 

100.00 

95.45 

100.00 
65.79 
86.57 
99.99 

100.52 
100.04 

76.84 
0.00 

125.50 
7.88 

27.64 
35.81 
46.92 
27.11 

82.55 
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Code 

1300 
2100 
3100 
3310 
5540 
5810 
5830 
6011 
6013 
6014 
6015 
6026 

71320 

1300 
2100 
6001 
6015 

71330 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3500 
3600 
5210 
5400 
5540 
5560 
5810 
5830 
6001 
6002 
6011 
6013 
6014 
6015 

71350 

5699 

5699 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
2700 
3100 
3140 
3320 
3500 
3600 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SU~lARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE 10 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
PROFESSIONAL SERVIC~S 
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
REFUNDS 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

EDUCATIONAL AND RECREATIONAL SUP $ 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 
MERCHANDISE FOR RESALE 
POOL CHEMICALS 

SWIMMING POOL 

FUNC 71330 CONCESSION STAND 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
MERCHANDISE FOR RESALE 

CONCESSION STAND 

FUNC 71350 PROGRAMS 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA BENEFITS 
VSRS 
HOSPITAL/MEDICAL PLANS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
WORKERS COMPENSATION BENEFITS 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PRINTING AND BINDING 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
LEASES AND RENTALS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
GROUP TRIPS 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
REFUNDS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

FOOD SUPPLIES & FOOD SERVICE SUP $ 
UNIFORM AND WEARING APPAREL 
EDUCATIONAL AND RECREATIONAL SUP 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 
MERCHANDISE FOR RESALE 

PROGRAMS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

60,251.00 $ 
4,610.00 $ 
2,900.00 $ 
1,197.00 $ 

200.00 $ 
11675.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
1,143.00 $ 
1,700.00 $ 
3,098.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

11,000.00 $ 

90,274.00 $ 

4,400.00 $ 
337.00 $ 
100.00 $ 

14,000.00 $ 

31,641.00 $ 
94,500.00 $ 

9,650.00 $ 
3,841.00 $ 
81728.00 $ 

377.00 $ 
900.00 $ 

561000.00 $ 
71000.00 $ 
11700.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
11000.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
51000.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
71500.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
71000.00 $ 
21000.00 $ 
61500.00 $ 
21000.00 $ 
61000.00 $ 

2521537.00 $ 

FUNC 72600 VIRGINIA COMMISSION FOR THE ARTS 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 10 1 000.00 $ 

FUNC 73200 REGIONAL LIBRARY 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

FUNC 81110 PLANNING ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES - REGULAR $ 
FICA BENEFITS $ 
VSRS BENEFITS $ 
HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS $ 
LIFE INSURANCE $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
ENGINEERING REVIEW EXPENDITURES $ 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACT $ 
PRINTING AND BINDING $ 
ADVERTISING $ 

182,119.00 $ 

229,603.00 $ 
17,565.00 $ 
27,874.00 $ 
19,180.00 $ 
2,732.00 $ 
3,675.00 $ 

20,000.00 $ 
31000.00 $ 

700.00 $ 
31000.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

Outstanding 
Encumbrances 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

101547.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

715.40 $ 
11280.42 $ 
1,855.37 $ 

125.49 $ 
o.oo $ 

40,828.28 $ 
2,480.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

57,831.96 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

761534.18 $ 
51821.93 $ 
91291.25 $ 
61493.79 $ 

910.68 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

264.71 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

Expenditures 
For FEBRUARY 

o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0. 00 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

158.31 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

158.31 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

2,636. 75 $ 
5,027.57 $ 

563.47 $ 
320.10 $ 
456.65 $ 
31.38 $ 
o.oo $ 

3,997.22 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0. 00 $ 
0.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

45.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

145.90 $ 
o.oo $ 

100.23 $ 
0 .oo $ 

4, 821.00 $ 

18,245.27 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

191133.61 $ 
1,457.95 $ 
2,322.82 $ 
1,598.28 $ 

227.70 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

543.40 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

42,077.97 $ 
3,219.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

870.00 $ 
190.00 $ 
546.50 $ 
715.85 $ 
701.39 $ 

o.oo $ 
5,541.42 $ 

53,862.13 $ 

3,780.61 $ 
289.22 $ 

0.00 $ 
4,705.06 $ 

21,094.00 $ 
47,740.04 $ 
5,017.64 $ 
2,560.80 $ 
4,465.30 $ 

251.04 $ 
734.59 $ 

271934.19 $ 
41016.00 $ 

so.oo $ 
51.74 $ 
10.50 $ 

140.00 $ 
11491.90 $ 

106.98 $ 
11794.25 $ 

33.15 $ 
21055.32 $ 

831.70 $ 
21099.99 $ 
21294.55 $ 
41852.99 $ 

1291626.67 $ 

101000.00 $ 

1361589.25 $ 

1531068.82 $ 
111651.84 $ 
181582.56 $ 
12,786.24 $ 

1,821.60 $ 
3,590.40 $ 

560.00 $ 
5,084.74 $ 

89.29 $ 
36.50 $ 

21205.10 $ 

Page: 11 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time1 13:49117 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

181173.03 
1,391.00 
21900.00 
1,197.00 

200.00 
805.00 
310.00 
596.50 
984.15 

21396.61 
2,000.00 
51458.58 

361411.87 

619.39 
47.78 

100.00 
91294.94 

101062,11 

o.oo 
46,759.96 

3,916.96 
0.22-

2,407.33 
0.47 

165.41 
12,762.47-

504.00 
1,650.00 

48.26 
989.50 
360.00 

3,508.10 
393.02 

5,705.75 
66.85 

4,944.68 
1,168.30 
4,400.01 

294.55-
1,147.01 

65,078.37 

o.oo 

45,529.75 

o.oo 
91.23 

0.19 
100.03-

0.28-
84.60 

19,440.00 
2,084.74-

346.00 
2,963.50 

205.10-

69.84 
69.83 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

51.94 
38.00 
47.81 
42.11 
22.64 
0.00 

50.38 

59.67 

85.92 
85.82 
o.oo 

33.61 

46.58 

100.00 
50.52 
59.41 

100.01 
72.42 
99.88 
81.62 

122.79 
92.80 
2.94 

51.74 
1.05 

28.00 
29.84 
21.40 
23.92 
33.15 
29.36 
41.59 
32.31 

114.73 
80.88 

74.23 

100.00 

75.00 

100.00 
99.48 

100.00 
100.52 
100.01 

97.70 
2.80 

169.49 
50.57 

1. 22 
110.25 
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Code 

5210 
5230 
5510 
5540 
5810 
6001 
6012 

81110 

5699 

1300 
2100 
3100 
3160 
3600 
5210 
5810 

81400 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 
3100 
3500 
5210 
5699 
5800 
6001 
8202 

81510 

3100 
3160 
3600 
5210 

81520 

5699 

5699 

1300 
2100 
3100 
3160 
3600 
5210 
5540 
5810 

81600 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE tO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gilleya 

Description 

POSTAL SERVICES 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL MILEAGE 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
BOOKS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS 

PLANNING ADMINISTRATION 

FUNC 81300 HELP WITH HOUSING 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

Appropriations 

1,500.00 $ 
400.00 $ 

2,000.00 $ 
1,500.00 $ 

750.00 $ 
2,500.00 $ 
1,000.00 $ 

338,979.00 $ 

5,400.00 $ 

FUNC 81400 BOARD OF ZONING 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
BOARD SERVICES 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

APPEALS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

250.00 
20.00 

2,000.00 
500.00 
500.00 
50.00 

150.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

FUNC 81510 OFFICE OF ECONOMIC 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
FICA 
VSRS 
HOSPITAL/MEDICAL PLANS 
LIFE INSURANCE 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
PRINTING AND BINDING 
POSTAGE 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 
HISCELLANEOUS 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 
FURNITURE & FIXTURES 

OFFICE OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

$ 3,470.00 $ 

DEVELOPMENT 
$ 33,109.00 
$ 2,534.00 
$ 4,019.00 
$ 2,740.00 
$ 394.00 
$ 1,000.00 
$ 500.00 
$ 100.00 
$ 750.00 
$ o. 00 
$ 400.00 
$ 1,750.00 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 47,296.00 $ 

FUNC 81520 BERRYVILLE DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 5, 000,00 $ 
BOARD SERVICES $ 500,00 $ 
ADVERTISING $ 500,00 $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 100.00 $ 

BERRYVILLE DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY $ 6,100.00 $ 

FUNC 81530 SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 1, 500,00 $ 

FUNC 81540 BLANDY EXPERIMENTAL FAR}t 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 

FUNC 81600 PLANNING COMMISSION 
S~ARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
BOARD SERVICES 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FUNC 81700 BOARD OF SEPTIC APPEALS 

3,000.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
39.00 $ 

8,000.00 $ 
8,000.00 $ 
1,600.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
500.00 $ 
650.00 $ 

19,389.00 $ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
o.oo 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

0.00 $ 

11,036.46 
844.63 

1,339.83 
927.68 
131.35 

o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

14,279.95 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 
24.16 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

244.25 $ 
0.00 $ 

25,552.17 $ 

o.oo 

o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

o.oo $ 

2,759.06 
213.61 
334.95 
228.32 

32.83 
o.oo 
o.oo 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,568.77 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

100.00 $ 
7.65 $ 

2,850.00 $ 
8oo.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

3,757.65 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

278.19 $ 
140.81 $ 
149.16 $ 
190.08 $ 

0.00 $ 
1,129.08 $ 

o.oo $ 

211,364.41 $ 

5,400.00 

0.00 
0.00 

2,756.00 
75.00 

343.20 
0.00 
0.00 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,174.20 $ 

22,072.54 
1,697.06 
2,679.60 
1,826.56 

262.64 
66.00 

885.40 
o.oo 

750.00 
109.90 

o.oo 
2,385.84 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

32,735.54 $ 

o.oo $ 
200.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
31. 92 $ 

231. 92 $ 

1,500.00 $ 

3,000.00 $ 

500.00 $ 
38.24 $ 

10,158.92 $ 
5,500.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

16,197.16 $ 

Page: 12 
nate: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

1,221.81 
259.19 

1,850.84 
1,309.92 

750.00 
1,370.92 
1,000.00 

28,298.05 

o.oo 

250.00 
20.00 

756.00-
425.00 
156.80 

50.00 
150.00 

295.80 

0.00 
7. 69-
0.43-

14. 24-
0.01 

934.00 
385.40-
100.00 

0.00 
109.90-
400.00 
635.84-

280.51 

5,000.00 
300.00 
500.00 
68.08 

5,868.08 

0.00 

0.00 

18.55 
35.20 

7.46 
12.67 
0.00 

45.16 
0.00 

91.65 

100.00 

0.00 
0.00 

137.80 
15.00 
68.64 

0.00 
0.00 

91.48 

100.00 
100.30 
100.01 
100.52 
100.00 

6.60 
177.08 

o.oo 
100.00 
100.00 

o.oo 
136.33 

99.41 

o.oo 
40.00 
0.00 

31.92 

3.80 

100.00 

100.00 

o.oo 100.00 
0.76 98.05 

2,158.92- 126.99 
2,500.00 68.75 
1,600.00 o.oo 

100.00 o.oo 
500.00 o.oo 
650.00 o.oo 

3,191.84 83.54 
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Code 

1300 
2100 
3160 
3600 
5210 

81700 

3100 
3160 
3600 
5210 
5540 
6001 

81800 

5699 

5699 

5699 

3000 

5699 

1300 
2100 
2700 
3100 
5510 

82600 

3320 
3841 
5210 
5230 
5540 
5810 
6014 

83100 

5699 

1000 
3140 
3150 
8000 

91600 

000 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE fO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed Bys gilleya 

Appropriations 
Description 

SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
BOARD SERVICES 
ADVERTISING 
POSTAL SERVICES 

BOARD OF SEPTIC APPEALS 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

200.00 $ 
16.00 $ 

200.00 $ 
500.00 $ 
100.00 $ 

1,016.00 $ 

FUNC 81800 HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 15,000.00 $ 
BOARD SERVICES $ 1, 000,00 $ 
ADVERTISING $ 250.00 $ 
POSTAL SERVICES $ 200.00 $ 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION $ 350,00 $ 
OFFICE SUPPLIES $ 6,900,00 $ 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION $ 23,700.00 $ 

FUNC 81910 NORTHERN SHENANDOAH VALLEY REGIONAL COMM 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 5, 712,00 $ 

FUNC 81920 REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 2, 500.00 $ 

FUNC 82200 FRIENDS OF THE SHENANDOAH 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 3,000.00 $ 

FUNC 82210 WATER QUALITY HANAGEMENT 
PURCHASED SERVICES $ 42,000.00 $ 

FUNC 82400 LORD FAIRFAX SOIL AND WATER CONSERV 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS $ 4, 750.00 $ 

FUNC 82600 BIO-SOLIDS APPLICATION 
SALARIES - PART TIME $ 
FICA $ 
WORKERS COMPENSATION INSURANCE $ 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 
TRAVEL MILEAGE $ 

BIO-SOLIDS APPLICATION 

FUNC 83100 COOPERATIVE EXTENSION 
MAINTENANCE SERVICE CONTRACTS 
VPI EXTENSION AGENT 
POSTAGE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAVEL CONVENTION & EDUCATION 
DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 
OTHER OPERATING SUPPLIES 

COOPERATIVE EXTENSION 

FUNC 83400 4-H CENTER 
CIVIC CONTRIBUTIONS 

FUNC 91600 CONTINGENCIES 
PERSONNEL 
ENGINEERING & ARCHITECTURAL 
LEGAL 
MINOR CAPITAL 

CONTINGENCIES 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

12,228.00 $ 
936.00 $ 
350.00 $ 
400.00 $ 

3,000.00 $ 

16,914.00 $ 

400.00 $ 
36,065.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
soo.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

2,000.00 $ 

38,965.00 $ 

2,250.00 $ 

7,500.00 $ 
7,600.00 $ 

11,500.00 $ 
5,666.00 $ 

32,266.00 $ 

Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

7,980.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

7,980.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

21,545.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

456.18 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

456.18 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

605.00 $ 
150.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0. 00 $ 
o. 00 $ 
o.oo $ 

755.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

625.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
7,568.32 $ 

0.00 $ 
12.74 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

7,581.06 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0. 00 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

75.00 $ 
267.60 $ 

9.84 $ 

352.44 $ 

12,025.00 $ 
450.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

12,475.00 $ 

1,875.00 $ 

3,000.00 $ 

16,657.50 $ 

4,750.00 $ 

6,725.00 $ 
514.46 $ 
133.37 $ 

0.00 $ 
1,418.17 $ 

8,791.00 $ 

153.82 $ 
13,217.95 $ 

384.59 $ 
148.31 $ 
119.64 $ 
120.00 $ 
185.05 $ 

14,329.36 $ 

2,250.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

Page: 13 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

200.00 
16.00 

125.00 
232.40 
90.16 

663.56 

5,005.00-
sso.oo 
250.00 
200.00 
350.00 

6,900.00 

3,245.00 

o.oo 
o.oo 

37.50 
53.52 
9.84 

34.69 

133.37 
45.00 
o.oo 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

86.31 

64.22- 101.12 

625.00 

o.oo 

3,797.50 

o.oo 

5,503.00 
421,54 
216.63 
400.00 

1,581.83 

8,123.00 

210.00-
22,847.05 

384.59-
351.69 
119. 64-
120.00-

1,814.95 

24,179.46 

0.00 

7,500.00 
7,600.00 

11,500.00 
5,666.00 

32,266.00 

75.00 

100.00 

90.96 

100.00 

ss.oo 
54.96 
38.11 
o.oo 

47.27 

51.97 

152.50 
36.65 

100.00 
29.66 

100.00 
100.00 

9.25 

37.95 

100.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 

NON-CATEGORICAL $ 8,327,223.00 $ 1,747,025.76 $ 547,586.97 $ 5,203,066.46 $ 1,377,130.78 83.46 

PJT 111 E911 
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Code 

5230 
6032 

35610 

111 

1100 
1300 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 

22100 

126 

1100 
2100 
2210 
2300 
2400 

31200 

129 

6000 

1300 
2100 
6010 

31200 

402 

1200 
2100 

31200 

403 

6010 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE fO 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 
Posted Only Figures 
Executed By: gi1leya 

Appropriations Outstanding Expenditures 
Encumbrances For FEBRUARY Description 

FUNC 35610 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
TRAINING MATERIALS 

E911 

PJT 126 V-STOP GRANT 

FUNC 22100 COMMONWEALTH'S 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
VSRS 
HEALTH INSURANCE 
GROUP LIFE 

COMMONWEALTH'S ATTORNEY 

V-STOP GRANT 

$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 

ATTORNEY 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

PJT 129 FEDERAL GANG TASK FORCE GRANT 2010 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 
SALARIES - REGULAR 
FICA 
VSRS 
HOSPITAL/MEDICAL PLANS 
LIFE INSURANCE 

SHERIFF 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

FEDERAL GANG TASK FORCE GRANT 20 $ 

37,284.00 $ 
2,000.00 $ 

39,284.00 $ 

39,284.00 $ 

26,877.00 
8,362.00 
2,696.00 
1,132.00 
1,325.00 

111.00 

40,503.00 $ 

40,503.00 $ 

22,614.00 $ 
1,714.00 $ 
2,745.00 $ 
2,785.00 $ 

142.00 $ 

30,000.00 $ 

30,000.00 $ 

PJT 140 RAIN BARREL PARTNERSHIP - INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON 

FUNC 81110 PLANNING ADMINISTRATION 
MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES $ 

PJT 402 DMV SELECTIVE ENFORCEMENT-ALCOHOL 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 
SALARIES - PART TIME 
FICA 
POLICE SUPPLIES 

SHERIFF 

DMV SELECTIVE ENFORCEMENT-ALCOHO $ 

PJT 403 DMV SELECTIVE ENFORCEMENT-SPEED 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 
OVERTIME 
FICA 

SHERIFF $ 

DMV SELECTIVE ENFORCEMENT-SPEED $ 

PJT 602 DOJ VEST GRANT 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 
POLICE SUPPLIES 

1,400.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

10,000.00 $ 

10,000.00 $ 

10,000.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o. 00 . $ 

o.oo $ 

1,500.00 $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

8,959.00 
2,787.35 

209.48 
338.41 

0.00 
0.00 

12,294.24 $ 

12,294.24 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

2,239.77 
696.83 
52.66 
84.59 
o.oo 
o.oo 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,073.85 $ 

3,073.85 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

377.10 $ 
28.85 $ 
o.oo $ 

405.95 $ 

405.95 $ 

o.oo $ 
o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

o.oo $ 

0.00 $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

13,599.12 
5,574.64 

421.28 
676.72 

0.00 
0.00 

20,271.76 $ 

20,271.76 $ 

18,845.00 $ 
1,428.65 $ 
2,287.80 $ 
2,283.25 $ 

224.25 $ 

25,068.95 $ 

25,068.95 $ 

320.00 $ 

4,460.76 $ 
341.26 $ 

0.00 $ 

4,802.02 $ 

4,802.02 $ 

893.50 $ 
68.35 $ 

961. 85 $ 

961.85 $ 

o.oo $ 

Paget 14 
Datet 03/06/14 
Timet 13149:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

37,284.00 
2,000.00 

39,284.00 

39,284.00 

4,318.88 
0.01 

2,065.24 
116.87 

1,325.00 
111.00 

7,937.00 

7,937.00 

3,769.00 
285.35 
457.20 
501.75 

82.25-

4,931.05 

4,931.05 

1,080.00 

o.oo 
o.oo 

0.00 

0.00 

83.93 
100.00 
23.40 
89.68 
0.00 
0.00 

80.40 

80.40 

83.33 
83.35 
83.34 
81.98 

157.92 

83.56 

83.56 

22.86 

4,460.76- 100.00 
341.26- 100.00 

10,000.00 0.00 

5,197.98 48.02 

5,197.98 48.02 

893.50- 100.00 
68.35- 100.00 

961.85- 100.00 

961.85- 100.00 

1,500.00 o.oo 
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Code 

1100 
2100 

31200 

605 

100 

CLARKE COUNTY 
FD-PJT-FUNC-OBJ EXPENDITURES SUMMARY REPORT DEFINITION TYPE #0 

for Fiscal Year 2014 (2013-2014 Fiscal Year) 

Description 

Posted Only Figures 
Executed By1 gil1eya 

Appropriations outstanding 
Encumbrances 

PJT 605 DOJ LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK GRANT (LLEBG) 

FUNC 31200 SHERIFF 
SALARIES 
FICA 

SHERIFF 

REGULAR $ 
$ 

DOJ LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK $ 

1,853.00 $ 
o.oo $ 

1,853.00 $ 

1,853.00 $ 

o.oo $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

Expenditures 
For FEBRUARY 

0.00 $ 
0.00 $ 

0.00 $ 

o.oo $ 

Expenditures 
Year-to-Date 

321.75 $ 
24.62 $ 

346.37 $ 

346.37 $ 

Page: 15 
Date: 03/06/14 
Time: 13:49:17 

Available Percent 
Balance Used 

1,531.25 17.36 
24.62- 100.00 

1,506.63 18.69 

1,506.63 18.69 

GENERAL FUND $ 8,451,763.00 $ 1,759,320.00 $ 551,066.77 $ 5,254,837.41 $ 1,437,605.59 82.99 
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Consv Esmnt FY14 Feb 

As of Feb 28, 2014 
Fund 235 

Una ~riated ro riated FY 14 Original FY14 Cumulative Outstanding Year~to Date 

Startin~~ FY13 Budget/ Supplemental Inter-project Budget Encumbrance Expenditure/ Available 
Code Description Balance Canvover Revenue Estimate Budget Adjusts W;ti,Adlusts Receivable Revenue Aooroprlations Notes 

Ex enditures 
3100 Professional Services 3,936 3,936 3,936 -
5210 Posta e 230 230 230 -
6001 Materials and Su m!.Les - -
8215 Purchase of Development Rights: 891,764 343,750 (1,027,411) 208,103 208,103 

-500 Arkfeld~1 Prooertv 409,177 409,177 409,177 -
-501 Moore & Dors_ey_64 Pro 191,570 191,570 191,570 -
-502 Cha man Pro 422.498 422,498 422.498 -- -

Total Ex enditure 891,764 - 343,750 - 1,235,514 - 1,027,411 208,103 

Revenues 
110104 Land Use Rollback . - 10.286 (10.286) 
189912 Local Grants 47,500 126,396 173,896 173,896 -

240425 State Grants 141,985 196,104 338,089 317,534 20,555 
330705 Federal Grants 383,000 21,250 404,250 398,750 5,500 

Total Revenue 572,485 - 343,750 - 916,235 - 900,466 15,769 

Conservation Easement Fund Balance 
410100 Local Tax FundinQ 13 645 331.460 331,460 232,570 98,890 

D n tin -
Gash~ BCC 7,099 7,099 7,099 (1,277) 8,376 "Old" CEA checkJng acet- transferred to Clarke Co cash acct 

235-000- LGIP-Donations 55,540 55,540 55,540 (20,031) 75,571 Donations 

LGIP-Common~alth of VA, St~rd_slliJ:! Acs;L 36,618 36,618 36,618 (18,534) 
revenue of 18,513.59 from State Stewardship fund plus 

55,152 Interest of20.30 at time oftransferto Clarke CountY 

Total Fund Balance 112,901 430,717 430,717 237,989 
·~ 

---
Total Revenue and Fund Balance 112901 1,003,202 1,346,952 253,758 -
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Government Capital Projects 
February 28, 2014 

Descri tion Notes 

~nfi!r$!1 ~vemment Ca11.ital 
Expenditure 

Sheriff's Equipment (fingerprinting, etc.) 20,827 20,827 5,850 14,977 

County portion of HVAC for JGC Is 243,383.84 and Town's portion ls 144,788.16, 
HVACSystems 49,446 49,446 15,354 15,946 18, 146 add 228,384 from sheriffs renovation 
Auto Replacement 32,656 32,656 26,259 6,397 
Communications Equipment (Volunteer Fire Cos.) 110,188 50,000 160,188 160,188 1 
Resurface Tennis Courts 53,401 ~53,401 moved funds to "Old Park Ofc Modifications" pjt per L Cooke request 
Pool Repair 20,602 20,602 10,902 9,700 
Fencing ~ Ballfield & Pool 10,000 20,000 30,000 30,000 
Old Park Office Modifications 53,401 53,401 53,401 moved funds from "Resurface Tennis Courts• project 
Basefield Field Lighting 5,000 5,000 5,000 
Additional Parking 10,000 10,000 10,000 
Sheriff's Vehicles 98,537 84,000 182,537 162,160 20,377 
Motorola Portable Radios 50,000 50,000 50,000 
Communications Study 50,000 ..SO,OOO move $50,000 to Communlcati0l1s Equipment pjt (grant match requirement) 
Sheriff's Mobile Radio System 15,258 15,258 15,072 186 
Park Expansion 10,000 10,000 10,000 
Phone System (E~911) 115,131 115,131 115,131 0 
Economic Development 177,514 177,514 177,514 
Technology Improvements 20,872 40,000 60,872 60,872 
C.Spout Run Project 141,603 141,603 7,068 134,535 
Spout Run Cleanup (EPA Grant pjt) 316,620 316,620 316,620 
Sheriff's Building Renovation 163,958 163,958 5,519 158,439 
Roofing 86,633 50,000 136,633 136,633 
Plan Updates 47,740 47,740 13,368 34,372 
General District Court Repairs 81,000 81,000 81,000 
Carpeting (Includes Gen Dist Courthouse Seating) 30,828 30,828 25,895 4,933 tile at rec ctr, courthouse area, etc. 
Landscaping 15,375 15,375 15,375 
Parks Westside Sitework/Parking 87,024 87,024 87,024 
Recreation Center Additions/Wall Crack 59,585 59,585 55,400 157 4,028 
Systems Integration 75,900 300,000 375,900 18,000 186 357,714 
Total Expenditure 1.251,287 575,000 623,411 0 2,449,698 293,568 398,258 1,757,872 

1,198,411 
Revenue 

E-911 PSAP Grant 114,809 114,809 114,809 
National Fish & Wildlife Foundation (C-Spout Run Pit) 141,603 141,603 7,068 134,535 
Spout Run Cleanup (EPA Grant) 316,620 316,620 316,620 
Communications Equipment Grant (Vol. Fire Cos.) 80,094 80,094 80,094 
Motorola Portable Radios Grant (Asset Forfeiture) 50,000 50,000 50,000 funds received from State Asset Forfeiture grant 
Baseball Field Lighting 5,000 5,000 5,000 
Total Revenue 114,809 593,317 708,126 126,877 581,248 

593,317 
Capital Projects Fund Balance 
Economic Development 177,514 177,514 177,514 

Total Revenue and Fund Balance 292,323 593,317 885,640 758,762 

Total Expenditures less Revenue and Fund Balance 958,964 1,564,058 999..!!Q_ 
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FY 15 Budget Process 

The attached documents reflect the recommendation of the Finance Committee for advertisement of 

the FY 15 Budget. The documents reflect: 

1. An increase in the real estate tax rate of 2.5 cents for calendar 2014. This rate balances the FY 

15 Budget and anticipates the planned increase to the Teacher/Professional Retirement rate in 

the FY 16 Budget. 

2. Additional Emergency and Fire expenditures of $275,000. 

3. Economic Development Funding increase of $60,000. 

4. Government pay and classification funding funding of $150,000. 

5. Additional Government Capital expenditure of $465,830. 

6. Additional School Capital expenditure of $124,016. 

7. Additional School Operating expenditure of $810,062. 

It is requested that the FY 15 Budget be discussed and approved for advertisement. Staff will be on 

hand to answer questions regarding its content. 
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FY2015 Clarke County Budget Process Net Tax Funding 

3/14/2014 8:39 

FY 2014 Percent FY 2015 
FUND Budget Variance Variance Proposed 

EXPENDITURE 
General 8,417,168 564,680 6.7% 8,981,848 
Social Services 1,363,059 (24,894) -1.8% 1,338,165 
School Operating 20,637,598 810,062 3.9% 21,447,660 

School Food Service 761,012 21,331 2.8% 782,343 
CSA 661,500 (54,500) -8.2% 607,000 
Conservation Easement 15,000 0.0% 15,000 
Government Capital Projects 575,000 465,830 81.0% 1,040,830 
School Capital Projects 728,163 124,016 17.0% 852,179 
Govemment Debt Service 399,200 21,500 5.4% 420,700 
School Debt Service 3,888,619 (20,971) -0.5% 3,867,648 

Joint Services Fund 541,737 9,301 1.7% 551,038 
Unemployment Compensation 25,000 0.0% 25,000 

Total 37,998,056 1,931,355 5.1% 39,929,411 

CATEGORICAL REVENUE 
General 2,743,515 (1,181) 0.0% 2,742,334 
Social Services 892,247 8,507 1.0% 900,754 
School Operating 9,713,245 (1,619) 0.0% 9,711,626 

School Food Service 761,012 21,331· 2.8% 782,343 
CSA 306,457 (28,616) -9.3% 277,841 
Conservation Easement 15,000 0.0% 15,000 
Government Capital Projects 68,330 0.0% 68,330 
School Capital Projects 154,000 0.0% 154,000 
Govemment Debt Service 0.0% 
School Debt Service 119,008 0.0% 119,008 

Joint Services Fund 3,000 0.0% 3,000 
Unemployment Compensation 0.0% 

Total 14,692,484 81,752 0.6% 14,774,236 

NON-CATEGORICAL REVENUE REQUIRED 
General 5,673,653 565,861 10.0% 6,239,514 

Social Services 470,812 (33,401) -7.1% 437,411 
School Operating 10,924,353 811,681 7.4% 11,736,034 

School Food Service 0.0% 
CSA 355,043 (25,884) -7.3% 329,159 
Conservation Easement 0.0% 
Government Capital Projects 575,000 397,500 69.1% 972,500 
School Capital Projects 574,163 124,016 21.6% 698,179 
Govemment Debt Service 399,200 21,500 5.4% 420,700 

School Debt Service 3,769,611 (20,971) -0.6% 3,748,640 

Joint Services Fund 538,737 9,301 1.7% 548,038 
Unemployment Compensation 25,000 0.0% 25,000 

Total 23,305,572 1,849,603 7.9% 25,155,175 

BUDGET BALANCING 
GF Estimated Non-categorical revenue 22,669,276 1,159,849 5.1% 23,829,125 

Rounding Adjustments 21 
Surplus/(Deficit) (636,296) (689,732) 108.4% (1,326,028) 
Pay-as-you-go 647,968 717,548 110.7% 1,365,516 

Surplus!( Deficit) Net ofpay-as-you-go 11,672 27,816 238.3% 39,488 

Pay-as-you-go Elements 
Conservation Easement 
School CapitaVDebt 323,984 
Government CapitaVDebt 323,984 1,365,516 
Sheriffs Communications Study 

647,968 1,365,516 
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE (PH 14-06) 
CLARKE COUNTY PROPOSED BUDGET 

FOR THE FISCAL YEAR COMMENCING JULY 1, 2014 AND ENDING JUNE 30,2015 

This budget is prepared and published for informative and fiscal planning purposes only. The inclusion in the budget of any item does not 
constitute an obligation or commitment on the part of the Board of Supervisors of this County to appropriate any funds for that item. 

The budget has been prepared on the basis of the estimates and requests submitted to the Board of Supervisors by the several officers and 
department heads of this County including the Clarke County Public Schools. A public hearing on the proposed budget will be held by the Board 
of Supervisors at the Joint Government Center, 101 Chalmers Court, Berryville, VA, on Wednesday, April 9, 2014 at 7:30p.m., or as soon 
thereafter as the matter may be heard. Any citizen of the County shall have the right to attend said hearing and comment on the budget. Written 
copies of statements made at public hearings are requested but not required. Information relative to the complete budget is available for public 
inspection in the Office of the Clarke County Administrator during regular working hours, and at wv.rw.clarkecounty.gov. 

This budget is prepared and published for informative and fiscal planning purposes only. The inclusion in the budget of any item does not 
constitute an obligation or commitment on the part of the Board of Supervisors of this County to appropriate any funds for that item. 

FY13 FYI3 FY14 FY14 FY15 Variance 

Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed~ 

Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14Adopted 

EXPENDITURE 
Board of Supervisors 57,676 49,041 57,116 57,116 57,806 690 
County Administrator 293.006 289,104 289,776 305,776 287,396 (2,380) 
Legal Services 73,804 52.335 71,816 71,816 71,846 30 
Commissioner of Revenue 202,730 193,888 200,755 200,755 200,607 (148) 
Assessor 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500 
Equalization Board 
Treasurer 244,369 241,869 249,161 249,161 262,208 13,047 
Information Technology 271,222 260,818 279,533 279.533 256,465 (23,068) 
Electoral Board 34,177 33,687 32,986 35,170 32,379 (607) 
General Registrar 67,755 67,033 69,320 69,320 69,651 331 
Circuit Court 12,180 13,379 11,480 11,480 12,680 1,200 
General District Court 5,064 5,953 3,980 3,980 3,980 
Magistrate 1,000 176 400 400 400 
Juvenile & Domestic Court 4,771 2.664 2,671 2,671 5,971 3,300 
Clerk of the Circuit Court 88,472 206,398 233,134 243,834 243,897 10,763 
VictirrvWitness Coordinator 39,741 40,304 40,260 40.260 40,189 (71) 
Division of Court Services 1,000 
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FY13 FY13 FY14 FY14 FYIS Variance 

Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-
Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14 Adopted 

Blue Ridge Legal Services 2,000 2,000 1,500 1,500 1,500 
Regional Court Services 3,759 3,759 3,759 3,759 4,494 735 
Commonwealth Attorney 256,304 256,801 260,941 260,941 264,404 3,463 
Commonwealth Attorney Grants 41,334 35,002 40,503 40,503 40,479 (24) 
Sheriff 1,595,251 1,611,754 1,644,810 1,629,810 1,649,536 4,726 
Sheriffs Grants 82;099 79,912 28,353 43,353 10,906 (17,447) 
Communications 403,651 396,693 406,236 406,236 441,803 35,567 
Communications Grants 39,284 39,284 39,284 39,284 
Criminal Justice Training Center 16,000 16,300 16,000 16,000 19,185 3,185 
Drug Task Force 9,500 9,314 12,500 12,500 12,500 
Emergency Medical Services 372,624 375,490 376,110 376,110 648,912 272,802 
Volunteer Fire Companies 40,905 16,568 61,207 61,207 66,652 5,445 
Blue Ridge Volunteer Fire 51,600 51,827 51,900 51,900 51,500 (400) 
Boyce Volunteer Fire 52,500 52,898 52,900 52,900 52,500 (400) 
Enders Volunteer Fire 78,500 78,969 79,000 79,000 78,500 (500) 
Shenandoah Fanns Volunteer Fire 51,200 51,386 
Lord Fairfax Emergency Medical 4,929 4,929 4,929 4,929 5,422 493 
Forestry Service 2,231 2,231 2,712 2,712 2,712 
Regional Jail 453,049 465,137 577,987 577,987 562,301 (15,686) 
Juvenile Detention Service 50,818 50,817 57,904 57,904 38,854 (19,050) 
Probation Office 925 661 925 925 925 
Building Inspections 141,492 141,166 140,012 140,012 139,585 (427) 
Animal Control 91,180 80,695 92,521 92,521 94,084 1,563 
Medical Examiner & Indigent Burial 2,000 80 1,000 1,000 1,000 
Refuse Disposal 168,000 131,598 168,000 168,000 168,000 
Litter Control 5,399 3,408 5,817 5,817 6,171 354 
Sanitation 61,000 65,476 57,000 57,500 72,000 15,000 
Buildings & Grounds 773,854 749,200 711,016 711,016 734,077 23,061 
Local Health Department 199,000 199,000 199,000 199,000 205,000 6,000 
Our Health 6,500 6,500 4,875 4,875 5,000 125 
Northwestern Community Services 82,000 82,000 82,000 82,000 85,000 3,000 
Concern Hotline 1,000 1,000 750 750 750 
NWWorks 1,000 1,000 750 750 750 
Shenandoah Area Agency on Aging 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 
Loudoun Transit Service 17,639 17,639 17,639 17,639 19,302 1,663 
Cheers School Family 
Laurel Center (Women's Shelter) 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Access Independence (disabled) 1,000 1,000 750 750 750 
Lord Fairfax Community College 14,355 14,355 13,924 13,924 14,500 576 
Parks Administration 362,307 353,228 358,594 358,594 369,940 11,346 
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FY13 FYI3 FY14 FY14 FYIS Variance 
Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-
Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14Adoptcd 

Recreation Center 105,791 98,503 97,309 97,309 103,870 6,561 
Swimming Pool 89,899 57,995 87,679 89,574 87,958 279 
Concession Stand 21,237 16,934 18,837 18,837 16,000 (2,837) 
Parks Programs 257,329 223,383 252,537 252,537 249,120 (3,417) 
Josephine School Community Museum 7,290 7,290 
Shenandoah Valley Discovery Museum 
Barns of Rose Hill 
Virginia Commission for Arts 10,000 9,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 
Regional Library 182,119 182,119 182,119 182,119 185,000 2,881 
Planning Administration 348,854 332,934 338,979 338,979 337,522 (1,457) 
Rain Barrel Project 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,080 (320) 
Help With Housing 7,200 7,200 5,400 5,400 5,400 
Board of Zoning Appeals 3,620 5,805 3,470 3,470 3,470 
Office of Economic Development 46,319 48,252 45,546 47,296 105,938 60,392 
Berryville Development Authority 11,800 466 6,100 6,100 6,100 
Small Business Development Center 2,000 2,000 1,500 1,500 1,500 
Blandy Experimental Farm 4,000 4,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Planning Commission 23,388 12,174 19,389 19,389 20,000 611 
Board of Septic Appeals 2,739 471 1,016 1,016 1,000 (16) 
Historic Preservation Commission 12,000 29,526 7,800 23,700 26,300 18,500 
Regional Planning District Commission 14,217 14,217 5,712 5,712 5,776 64 
Regional Airport 5,000 5,000 2,500 2,500 2,500 
Friends of the Shenandoah 4,000 4,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Water Quality Monitoring 37,544 45,422 30,000 42,000 30,000 
Soil & Water Conservation 9,500 9,500 4,750 4,750 5,000 250 
Biosolids Application 19,116 9,668 16,914 16,914 15,761 (1,153) 
Cooperative Extension 36,201 35,374 38,965 38,965 40,000 1,035 
Northern Virginia 4-H Center 3,000 3,000 2,250 2,250 2,300 50 
Gypsy Moth 
Non-Departmental Contingency 70,000 70,000 43,666 215,000 145,000 
Social Services 1,432,321 1,306,484 1,363,059 1,376,059 1,338,165 (24,894) 
School Operations 20,542,386 20,695,121 20,637,598 20,637,598 21,447,660 810,062 
School Food Service Fund 754,252 822,389 761,012 761,012 782,343 21,331 
Comprehensive Services Act 761,000 458,496 661,500 661,500 607,000 (54,500) 
Gang Task Force Fund 360,400 
Drug Enforcement 25,244 
Conservation Easement 150,000 510,766 343,750 15,000 15,000 
General Capital Improvements 366,310 1,355,355 575,000 1,198,411 1,040,830 465,830 
School Capital Improvements 504,200 2,026,125 728,163 902,584 852,179 124,016 
General Debt Service 389,200 389,200 399,200 399,200 420,700 21,500 
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FY13 FY13 FY14 FY14 FYIS Variance 

Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-
Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14Adopted 

School Debt Service 4,034,879 4,031,722 3,888,619 3,888,619 3,867,648 (20,971) 
Joint Administrative Services 542,520 532,175 541,737 541,737 551,038 9,301 
Unemployment Compensation 25,000 12,077 25,000 25,000 25,000 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE 37,814,887 40,603,127 37,998,056 39,187,233 39,929,411 1,931,355 

Local Funds for Schools 15,067,999 16,871.410 15,268,127 15,442,548 16.182,853 914.726 

ESTIMATED REVENUE 
LOCAL REVENUE 
Current Real Estate Taxes 13,522,865 13,519,981 13,249,882 13,249,882 14,135,069 885,187 
Delinquent Real Estate Taxes 108,612 68,151 108,612 108,612 68,152 (40,460) 
Land Redemptions 
Proceeds from Delinquent Land Sale 100 
Public Service Corporation Real Estate 392,096 401,682 396,900 396,900 420,772 23,872 
Delinquent Taxes on Public Service Corps 
Current Personal Property Taxes 3,024,723 3,433,992 3,341,094 3,341,094 3,739,323 398,229 
Delinquent Personal Property Taxes 100,000 26,734 72,710 72,710 50,000 (22,710) 
Mobile Home Taxes 1,258 978 1,264 1,264 1,036 (228) 
Machinery and Tools Taxes 172,173 193,207 191,499 191,499 177,726 (13,773) 
Delinquent Taxes Machinery & Tools 32 
Penalties (All Property Taxes) 122,849 130,753 122,849 122,849 122,849 
Interest (All Property Taxes) 89,461 132,109 92,611 92,611 96,740 4,129 
Administrative Costs Delinq 11,541 13,632 11,541 11,541 11,541 
DMV Stop Fee (140) 
Credit Card Fees 600 600 
Sales and Use Taxes 810,000 760,491 850,293 850,293 760,491 (89,802) 
Consumer's Utility Taxes 376,348 376,302 375,135 375,135 375,203 68 
Consumption Tax 36,991 35,113 35,950 35,950 35,950 
Communications Tax 416,632 439,446 450,000 450,000 442,829 (7, 171) 
Business License Tax 24,000 22,790 24,000 24,000 23,605 (395) 
Franchise License Tax 13,854 19,759 20,000 20,000 
Motor Vehicle Licenses 303,336 305,225 303,336 303,336 305,225 1,889 
Recordation Taxes 175,000 297,464 230,000 230,000 252,845 22,845 
Taxes on Wills 15,000 4,438 11,254 11,254 11,254 
Circuit Court Online Land Record Fees 5,034 6,034 6,034 
Transient Occupancy Tax 18,000 33,938 40,547 40,547 33,939 (6,608) 
Animal Licenses 10,328 9,612 11,077 11,077 10,730 (347) 
Animal Shelter Fees- Dogs & Cats 6,909 9,108 8,459 8,459 8,459 
Spay & Neuter Fund Distribution 161 104 104 104 106 2 
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FY13 FYI3 FY14 FYI4 FYI5 Variance 
Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-

Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14Adopted 

Dangerous Dog Registration 
Land Use Application Fees Penalties 3,300 3,200 3,600 3,600 3,200 (400) 
Land Use Application Fees 100 400 400 400 
Transfer Fees 476 463 432 432 440 8 
Zoning and Subdivision Permits 77,666 113,226 65,000 65,000 65,000 
Building Permits 92,000 91,583 104,353 104,353 104,353 
Road Sign Fees 90 
New Dwelling Address Fee 1,300 1,690 1,430 1,430 1,550 120 
Mapping Fee 900 100 900 900 700 (200) 
Sign Permits and Inspection Fees 1,493 81 1,493 1,493 1,493 
Rain Barrel Sales 360 630 1,400 1,400 1,080 (320) 
Weapons Permits 4,500 7,567 5,453 5,453 6,000 547 
Other permits, fees, and licenses 2,988 1,600 3,100 3,100 3,100 
Court Fines and F otfeitures 283,000 347,687 362,725 362,725 280,000 (82,725) 
DNA Fees- Blood Test 200 249 200 200 400 200 
Courthouse Security Fees 55,000 52,467 63,161 63,161 53,812 (9,349) 
Local Jury Fees 24 36 36 
Interest on Bank Deposits 68,242 58,515 47,568 47,568 31,856 (15,712) 
Rental ofProperty 51,772 54,756 51,772 51,772 57,772 6,000 
Excess Fees of Clerks 500 
Sheriffs Fees 797 796 797 797 797 
Commonwealth's Attorney Fees 1,000 1,714 1,163 1,163 1,714 551 
Court Appointed Attorney 657 1,801 529 529 1,027 498 
Central Alarm - Berryville 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Fees for Ambulance & Rescue Services 25,000 25,000 
Jail Processing Fee 1,500 2,404 1,571 1,571 1,500 (71) 
Revenue from Shared Costs - Berryville 60,739 55,738 67,380 67,380 67,918 538 
Economic Development- IDA 
Wireless E-911 39,285 35,716 39,285 39,285 39,285 
Humane Foundation Contribution 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 
Recycling Rebate 39,000 91,537 92,843 92,843 45,769 (47,074) 
Recreation Center Fees 33,100 35,365 39,100 39,100 39,007 (93) 
Swimming Pool Fees 91,000 77,276 88,299 88,299 86,991 (1,308) 
Parks Programs Fees 248,000 266,328 275,000 275,000 275,000 
Concession Stand Revenue 19,500 16,417 18,500 18,500 16,000 (2,500) 
Sale of Maps, Surveys, etc. 10 
Sale of Publications 25 10 26 26 25 (1) 
Zoning Research Fees 75 75 75 75 
Engineer's Fees 9,699 11,359 13,441 13,441 11,360 (2,081) 
Biosolids Application Fees 17,751 8,969 16,913 16,913 15,761 (1,152) 
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Rebates & Refunds 8,318 17,963 26,724 26,724 17,959 (8,765) 
Gifts & Donations in Lieu of Taxes 3,000 2,500 3,000 3,000 22,933 19,933 
Donations 2,500 2,500 
Sale of Salvage & Surplus Property 272 7,212 272 272 3,681 3,409 
Sale of V chicles 3,055 3,336 2,777 2,777 2,777 
Insurance Adjustments 7,876 7,544 7,876 7,876 7,876 
Miscellaneous Revenue 8,469 4,555 4,197 4,197 3,096 (1,101) 
Loan Repayment 3,495 3,495 3,495 3,495 3,495 
Transfer from Animal Control Fund 1,500 1,500 (1,500) 
Transfer from Parks Construction Fund 1,895 
Tsfr from Capilal Projects- Industrial Park 60,000 60,000 
Insurance Recovery 13,754 8,783 13,754 13,754 13,754 
Welfare 53,586 
Comprehensive Services Act 8,623 
School Operations 292,898 411,921 385,323 385,323 381,504 (3,819) 
School Food Service Fund 555,648 527,566 518,440 518,440 520,636 2,196 
Drug Enforcement 2,998 
Conservation Easement 118,507 126,396 
General Capilal Projects 117,024 68,691 5,000 
SChool Capital Projects Proffers 444 
School Capital Projects 960 
Parks Construction Fund 2,688 
General Debt Service 4,955 
School Debt Service 6,397 11,174 
Joint Administrative Services 3,000 285 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Unemployment Fund 895 
Trigon Demutualization Funds 34,534 
LOCAL REVENUE 22,042,902 22,870,345 22,293,984 22,432,309 23,419,110 1,125,126 

COMMONWEALTH REVENUE 
Motor Vehicles Carrier's Taxes 19,426 24,493 24,373 24,373 24,373 
Mobile Home Titling Tax (35) 
Tax on Deeds (Grantor's Tax) 66,421 30,960 61,801 61,801 61,801 
Other Non-Categorical Aid 40 
Quarterly Rental Tax 2,305 3,810 2,161 2,161 2,796 635 
Personal Property Tax Relief 2,483,842 2,483,842 2,483,842 2,483,842 2,483,842 
Circuit Court Online Land Records 5,666 5,666 5,666 
Commonwealth1s Attorney 175,766 174,882 184,517 184,517 187,055 2,538 
Sheriff 698,760 692,082 736,470 736,470 750,887 14,417 
Commissioner of Revenue 71,339 71,352 74,585 74,585 75, Ill 526 
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Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-

Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14Adopted 

Treasurer 79,211 79,324 85,708 85,708 92,780 7,072 
Medical Examiner 
Registrar 36,362 38,549 36,876 37,876 38,549 1,673 
Clerk of the Circuit Court 9,411 104,235 152,694 152,694 153,026 332 
DMV 402 Grant 11,675 10,334 10,000 10,000 9,000 (1,000) 
Emergency Services Grants 3,314 
Litter Control 5,399 7,216 5,817 5,817 6,171 354 
Other Categorical Aid 2,041 242 2,041 2,041 2,041 
Extradition 3,626 
Fire Programs Fund 36,901 20,066 41,207 41,207 41,652 445 
Virginia Commission for the Arts 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 
Gypsy Moth Control 
Division of Historic Landmarks 24,996 9,000 12,000 12,000 
DEQ Water Quality Management Grant 4,000 12,000 
Welfare 955,261 806,358 892,247 892,247 900,754 8,507 
School Operations 8,695,554 8,608,873 8,616,666 8,616,666 8,666,412 49,746 
School Food Service Fund 8,787 8,572 8,572 8,572 7,707 (865) 
Comprehensive Services Act 351,000 178,011 306,457 306,457 277,841 (28,616) 
Drug Enforcement Grant 3,820 
Conservation Easement 109,280 196,104 15,000 15,000 
General Capital Projects 200,000 130,094 66,830 66,830 
School Capital Projects 154,000 47,795 154,000 154,000 154,000 
School Debt Service 
COMMONWEALTH REVENUE 13,871,775 13,736,722 13,885,034 14,238,898 14,040,294 155,260 

FEDERAL REVENUE 
Payment in Lieu of Taxes 5,554 5,578 25,987 25,987 5,578 (20,409) 
Misceilaneous Federal Revenue 1,296 3,125 3,125 
Crime Victims Assistance 39,024 39,024 37,463 37,463 39,024 1,561 
Multi Agency Federal Task Force 65,000 60,576 15,000 30,000 (15,000) 
DOJ Vest Grant 403 1,500 1,500 (1,500) 
DOJ Local Law Enforcement Grant 2,226 1,853 1,853 1,906 53 
SCAAP Grant 2,535 3,671 3,671 3,671 3,074 (597) 
ARRA Byrne Justice Assistance Grant 5,423 5,423 
Conservation Easement 324,250 21,250 
V-Stop 33,004 35,002 33,004 33,004 28,053 (4,951) 
SAFER Grant 25,000 25,000 
Public Assistance and Welfare Admin 
Gang Task Force 360,400 
Public Safety Fund 636 
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FY13 FY13 FY14 FY14 FYIS Variance 

Original Audited Adopted Revised Proposed 15 Proposed-
Budget Actual Budget Budget Budget 14 Adopted 

School Operations 681,758 692,686 711,256 711,256 663,710 (47,546) 
School Food Service Fund 189,817 253,302 234,000 234,000 254,000 20,000 
General Capital Projects 458,223 1,500 1,500 
School Capital Projects 52,510 22,494 
School Debt Service 130,349 118,604 119,008 119,008 119,008 
FEDERAL REVENUE 1,204,974 1,925,573 1,182,742 1,677,215 1,143,978 (38,764) 

BUDGET BALANCE PROCEDURE 
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 37,814,887 40,603,127 37,998,056 39,187,233 39,929,411 1,931,355 
TOTAL REVENUE 37,119,651 38,532,641 37,361,760 38,348,422 38,603,383 1,241,622 
SURPLUS (DEFICIT) (695,236) (2,070,486) (636,296) (838,811) (1,326,028) (689,733) 
FROM(TO)FUNDBALANCE 695,236 2,070,486 636,296 838,811 1,326,028 689,733 
NET 

PAY-AS-YOU-GO (PYG) CAPITAL 200,000 647,968 1,365,516 
SURPLUS (DEFJCIT)NET OF PYG (495,236) 11,672 39,488 
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE (PH-14-07) 
CLARKE COUNTY TAX RATES 

FOR THE CALENDAR YEAR 2014 

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Supervisors of Clarke County, Virginia, will meet on Wednesday, Apri19, 2014 at 7:30p.m., or as soon 
thereafter as the matter may be heard, at the Joint Government Center, 101 Chalmers Court, Berryville, VA, for the purpose of hearing citizens 
who wish to comment on the proposed local tax levy for the year beginning January 1, 2014 in accordance with Section 58.1-3007 et. seq. of the 
1950 Code of Virginia, as amended: 

ALL TAX RATES ARE BASED ON EACH $100 
OF ASSESSED VALUATION 

1. Tangible personal property except machinery and tools and qualified Fire and Rescue Vehicles 
2. Tangible Machinery and tools 
3. Tangible personal property of qualified Fire & Rescue Vehicles 
4. Real Estate, including the real estate of public service corporations** 

**Mobile Homes will be assessed as personal property, but taxed at the same rate as real estate. 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

2014 
Current Proposed 
4.496 $ 4.496 
1.250 $ 1.250 
2.248 $ 2.248 
0.630 $ 0.655 

It should be noted that no tax rate for the current year has been adopted by the Board of Supervisors at this time. The rates listed above reflect the 
rates that would be necessary to raise the required revenue if the budget for the fiscal year 2014-2015 should be adopted as advertised. 

Personal Property Tax Relief by the Commonwealth of Virginia for vehicles valued between $1,001 and $20,000 will from 52.3% to 
__ %. 

View this document at www.clarkecounty.gov THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CLARKE COUNTY 
BY: DAVID L. ASH, County Administrator 

CLARKE COUNTY DOES NOT DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF HANDICAPPED STATUS IN ADMISSION OR ACCESS TO 
ITS PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES. ACCOMMODATIONS WILL BE MADE FOR HANDICAPPED PERSONS UPON PRIOR 
REQUEST. 
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Fund 

Expenditure 

School Operating Fund 

Food Service Fund 
Debt Service Fund 
School Capital Fund 
Total Expenditure 

Revenue: State & Federal 
Transfers, Fees, & Other 
School Operating Fund 
Food Service Fund 
Debt Service Fund 
School Capital Fund 
Total Transfers, Fees, & Proceeds 

Revenue: Local Tax Funding 
School Operating Fund 
Food Service Fund 
Debt Service Fund 
School Capital Fund 
Total Local Tax Funding 

FYI4 

Adopted 

20,637,598 

761,012 
3,888,619 

728,163 
26,015,392 

9,713,245 
761,012 
119,008 
154,000 

10,747,265 

10,924,353 
-

3,769,611 
574,163 

15,268,127 

Change 

810,062 

21,331 
(20,971) 
124,016 
934,438 

(1,619) 
21,331 

-
-

19,712 

811,681 
-

(20,971) 
124,016 
914,726 

% 

3.9% 

2.8% 
-0.5% 
17.0% 
3.6% 

0.0% 
2.8% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.2% 

7.4% 
-

-0.6% 
21.6% 

6.0% 

botline 

FYIS 

Proposed 

21,447,660 

782,343 
3,867,648 

852,179 
26,949,830 1 

9,711,626 
782,343 
119,008 
154,000 

10,766,977' 

11,736,034 
-

3,748,640 
698,179 

16,182,853 
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FY 15 General Government Capital Budget 
3 

I· < Government ' .' •.. ' FY. 
· Projects ,, 2015 

I ,· .. · , ................ ,, ···' ... , ·.'·. 
. .... ,. 

/ . , .. · Projected 
Public Safety 

Cruisers 74,000 
c..rime ::;cene Vehicle 
Radios 
Personal Computers (MOTs, laptops and desktops) 11,500 
ICOP Server, Communications CPUs, Backup Battery 
Weapons and Armor 4,000 
Microwave System 70,000 
2no Transmitter Site 
Voice Loqqinq Data Recorder 66,830 
Sheriff's Building Renovation Supplement 150,000 

Parks 
New Proiects 

Athletic Fields 
Bandstand and Shelter 90,000 
Game Court Construction (basketball, shuffebrd, skate) 

Maior Capital Asset Renovation and Repair 
Replace ballfield and pool fencing 10,000 

Community Development 
Real Property Assessment 200,000 
Park to Town Utilitv Upqrades 
Solid Waste Convenience Center 

General 
Regular Capital Asset Renovation and Repair 

Votinq Eauipment 62,000 
TechnoiOQY 80,000 
Joint Technoloav 57,500 
Vehicles 30,000 
General 135,000 

Totals 1,040,830 

03/10/14 
4 5 

FY.· ..•• '. FY. 
2016< 2017 

Projected Projectec 

161,000 121,000 

125,000 
12,000 14,000 

19,000 
10,000 23,000 

400,000 

200,000 

220,000 

10,000 10,000 

50,000 
500,000 

27,000 20,400 
40,000 40,000 

137,500 287,500 
130,000 30,000 

50,000 50,000 
1,727,500 959,900 

6 

F'( FY 

Pr~018 ..• 2019 
ojectec Project() a 

112,000 116,000 
75,000 

14,000 

10,000 10,000 

200,000 

20,400 20,400 
40,000 40,000 

115,000 97,500 
30,000 30,000 
50,000 50,000 

466,400 563,900 

Notes 

cruisers in FY 15 @42K; 1 w/o Video @$32K 

Might use Drug Enforcement Funds 

Placeholder number 

Master Plan Update needed 

Possible donation assistance; Board reduces 1 OK 
Master Plan Update needed 

See schedule from Registrar 
FY 15: Network Switches 

FY 15: 12.5 Dis. Recover; 30K Fiber; 15K Telephone 

FY 16: Emergency Vehicle 

FY 15: 50K Asphalt; 85K Painting 
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Sources 
Emergency Services Grant 50,000 

PSAP Grant 66,830 
OJP Federal Grant for Armor 1,500 

Total Revenue 68,330 50,000 

Fund Balance for Capital (pay-as-you-go): 

Energy Efficiency 150,000 
Vehicle Replacements 100,000 

Voting Equipment 50,000 
Parks Master Plan 100,000 

Reassessment 200,000 
Data Communications and Technology 150,000 

Recycling and Convenience Center 250,000 
Government Savings 17,500 

Government Construction/Debt 225,000 
Geneal District Court Repairs 80.000 

Total Fund Balance for Capital 972,500 350,000 

General Fund Transfer net of Revenue and Pay-as-you go 0 1,327,500 959,900 466,400 563,900 
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Draft for review March 24, 2014 

Joint Administrative Services Board – Meeting Minutes – February 24, 2014 Page 1 of 4 
 

Joint Administrative Services Board 
February 24, 2014  Regular Meeting  1:00 pm 

 
 

At a regular meeting of the Joint Administrative Services Board held on Monday, February 24, 2014 at 
1:00 pm in Meeting Room AB, Berryville Clarke County Joint Government Center, 101 Chalmers 
Court, 2nd Floor, Berryville, Virginia. 

 
 

Members Present 
 

David Ash; J. Michael Hobert; Sharon Keeler; Michael Murphy  
 
 

Members Absent 
 

Chip Schutte 
 
 

Staff Present 
 

Tom Judge; Lora Walburn 
 
 

Others Present 
 

Val Van Meter 
 
 

1.  Call To Order - Determination of Quorum 
 

At 1:08 pm, Michael Hobert called the meeting to order. 
 
 

2.  Approval of Minutes 
 

David Ash, seconded by Sharon Keeler, moved to approve the January 27, 2014 meeting 
minutes as presented. The motion carried as follows: 
 

David Ash - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Sharon Keeler - Aye 
Michael Murphy - Abstain 
Charles “Chip” Schutte - Absent 

 
 

3.  ERP Update 

 

Tyler has drafted a scope of work and contract terms and conditions for the SaaS option.  Plante 
and Moran is reviewing these documents. In addition, Plante and Moran is developing a cost 
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Draft for review March 24, 2014 

Joint Administrative Services Board – Meeting Minutes – February 24, 2014 Page 2 of 4 
 

analysis of the hosting options. This last item may be available in draft form by the time of the 
meeting. 

 

Tom Judge provided the plan.  Highlights include: 

- The cost analysis of the hosting option was not available at the time of the meeting. 

- The Joint Administrative Services Board will make the final decisions on issues/requirements. 

- Following discussion, the Board agreed to meet on Monday, March 17, 2014, at 1 pm for a follow 
up meeting to resolve any outstanding issues before settling on the final scope of work.  Due to 
contract content, the meeting may be held in closed session. 

 
 

4.  JAS FY2015 Budget 
 

Please find two options attached. Both options reflect the reduction in health insurance. Software 
maintenance could be considered for reduction in both options. Option A includes the "catchup" 
salary increases. Option B excludes salary increases pending completion of Pay and 
Classification studies. 
 

Following are highlights of Board review: 

- Joint Administrative Services has always operated under the Schools personnel policies; 
however, it did not receive the 2% increase given to School employees in FY2014. 

- Given the disparate polices used by the various government entities, the Board should 
consider a personnel management system that combines all employees. 

- The Board of Supervisors did not budget a salary increase for General Government 
employees in FY2014; however, the School Board chose to give School employees a 2% 
increase from its approved FY2014 budget. 

- Joint Administrative Services will be included in the Schools pay and compensation study. 

- The dilemma exists in that Joint Administrative Services is paid by the Board of Supervisors 
but the Schools define the pay. 

 

Chairman Hobert asked Tom Judge to communicate to his staff that the Board intended to 
make an adjustment that would be fair to them and would take into account that they did not 
receive an adjustment in FY2014 and the implications of the pay and compensation study. 
 

Following discussion of several variations, Mike Murphy, seconded by David Ash, moved 
to adopt Option B with the recommendation that Joint Administrative Services staff 
receive an increase in salary to equalize the School District distribution last year and, 
to the extent possible, make adjustments to compensation in accordance to the 
Schools completed study.  The motion carried by the following vote: 
 

David Ash - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Sharon Keeler - Aye 
Michael Murphy - Aye 
Charles “Chip” Schutte - Absent 
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5. FY 15 Health Insurance Renewal 
 

The actual renewal increase is 6.3%. The Board should consider approving the attached rates for 
the upcoming fiscal year, so they can be incorporated into the FY 15 budget. 

- Affordable Care Act has been incorporated. 

- No change to terms. 

- No change in providers. 

- Michael Hobert suggested the inclusion in future years of the prior year renewal analysis for 
comparative purposes. 

 

Mike Murphy, seconded by David Ash, moved to approve the FY2015 monthly health benefits 
rates as follows: 
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The motion carried as follows: 
 

David Ash - Aye 
J. Michael Hobert - Aye 
Sharon Keeler - Aye 
Michael Murphy - Aye 
Charles “Chip” Schutte - Absent 

 
 

6.  Personnel Policy 
 

The Board engaged in limited discussion of current personnel policy review.  Mike Murphy 
suggested adding discussion of personnel policies to a future agenda.   
 
 

7.  Next Meeting 
 

A called meeting of the Board was set Monday, March 17, 2014 at 1:00 pm in Meeting Room AB 
at the Berryville Clarke County Government Center. 
 
The next regularly scheduled meeting of the Board is Monday, March 24, 2014 at 1:00 pm in 
Meeting Room AB at the Berryville Clarke County Government Center. 
 
 

8.  Adjournment 
 

At 2:49 pm, Chairman Hobert adjourned the meeting. 
 
_______________________________________________ 
Minutes Recorded and Transcribed by: Lora B. Walburn 
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Board of Supervisors
Summary of Required Actions Status Report

Meeting/Letter 
Date

Item Description Responsibility Status Date Complete

1/15/2014 1727 Follow up on gas leak at J&J and provide the Supervisors the current status. Alison Teetor
2/18/2014 1728

Coordinate tour of elementary renovation. David Ash
Kockinsky sent email 2/27/2014 
inviting BoS - Murphy forwarded to 
Ash

2/27/2014

2/18/2014 1729 Modify and process approved minutes. Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/20/2014
2/18/2014 1730 Draft and process public hearing notice for Shenandoah University special use revocation Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/20/2014
2/18/2014 1731 Draft and process public hearing notice for TA-14-01. Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/20/2014
2/18/2014 1732 Process 2014-02R. Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/18/2014
2/18/2014 1733 Process 2014-01P. Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/21/2014
2/18/2014 1734 Process appointments and update database. Lora B. Walburn Complete 2/25/2014
2/18/2014 1735 Execute notices of appointment. J. Michael Hobert Complete 2/25/2014
2/18/2014 1736 Inform the Planning Commission of the Supervisors request to investigate the concept of changing County regulations

removing kennels from special use permits in AOC / FOC and moving it to highway commercial as a by right or special
use and return its recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.   

Brandon Stidham
On agenda for 3/2014 meeting 3/7/2014

2/18/2014 1737 Coordinate site visit for Happy Tails Development. David Ash, Brandon Stidham Discussed at 3/10 Work Session 3/10/2014

Upon completion, please provide status update to Lora Walburn for database entry. 3/10/2014
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SPECIAL USE / SITE PLAN (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
March 18, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting – PUBLIC HEARING 
SUPPLEMENTARY STAFF REPORT #3/BOS (3/12/2014) – Department of Planning  
 
------------------------------------------------ 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed land use request.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested 
in this request. 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Case Summary 
 
Applicant(s): 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
 
Location: 

- 300 block of Bellevue Lane, Tax Map #20-2-9 
- White Post Election District (Bouffault, Brumback – Planning Commission; McKay – 

Board of Supervisors) 
- Zoned Agricultural-Open Space-Conservation (AOC) 

 
Parcel Size/Project Area:  91.350 acres 
 
Request: 
Approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) and Site Plan to construct a commercial boarding 
kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
Purpose of Request: 
To provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive 
homes for dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following duly advertised public hearings on November 1, 2013 and December 6, 2013, the 
Planning Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm NAY; Staelin, Nelson 
ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the special use permit request.  The Commission also 
voted 7-2-2 (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the 
site plan approval request. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
 Staff recommends approval of the special use permit request based on the Applicant’s 

proposal meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff has also 
included a proposed framework for special use permit conditions for the Board’s 
consideration.   

 Staff recommends conditional approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language 
in the Septic Computations plan note to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the 
septic system for clarity purposes. 
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Case Update: 
The purpose of this Staff Report is to summarize the new materials that have been provided since 
the February 18, 2014 meeting: 
 

 Revised Staff-Generated Property Map.  Following the conclusion of the February 18 
meeting, it was brought to Staff’s attention that the map presented in the Staff’s 
Powerpoint presentation incorrectly depicted the location of the existing driveway access 
to the subject property.  Staff confirmed this using a more current aerial photograph and 
has provided a revised map showing the existing driveway access in approximate 
alignment with the DeArment property driveway. 
 

 March 10, 2014 letter from the Applicant.  Ms. Schaecher provided a written response to 
Supervisor Byrd’s question at the February 18 meeting regarding whether the facility 
would have to be inspected and, if so, who would be responsible for conducting this 
inspection. 
 

 Additional public comments received since the February 18 meeting and March 10 work 
session that have not been previously provided to the Board. 
 

 Copies of all documentation that were provided for the record by speakers during the 
February 18 Public Hearing. 

 
There are no changes to Staff’s recommendation as presented in the previous staff reports.  This 
recommendation and the current proposed Special Use Permit Conditions are repeated below for 
your reference. 
 
Staff Recommendation:  
Staff is recommending approval of the special use permit based on the Applicant’s proposal 
meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Staff also recommends conditional 
approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language in the Septic Computations plan note 
to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the septic system for clarity purposes.   
 
Staff has provided a framework of special use permit conditions below that were previously 
provided for the Planning Commission’s consideration.  As discussed in previous Staff reports, 
the potential conditions are based upon the parameters of the use as described by the Applicant 
along with additional language recommended to address ordinance issues and to clarify operation 
parameters as part of Staff’s administrative review of this request.  Staff recognizes that the 
Board of Supervisors has legislative authority to modify, add to, or delete these conditions to 
further address and/or mitigate impacts that may be generated by the proposed special use.   
 
As with all special use permit/site plan approval requests, Staff also notes that the Board must 
pass separate motions in order to take action on the special use permit and the site plan. 
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PROPOSED SPECIAL USE PERMIT CONDITIONS FOR CONSIDERATION  
(provided to the Planning Commission 12/5/2013) 

 
1. Special Use Permit to be Nontransferable.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be 
 issued to the applicant, Gina Schaecher/Happy Tails Development LLC, and to the 
 operational entity for the kennel, 3 Dog Farm, LC.  The SUP shall not be transferable to 
 any other entity without prior approval from the Board of Supervisors as an amendment 
 of the SUP conditions.  
 
2. Special Use Limitations.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be issued to operate a 
 commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning 
 Ordinance.  The facility shall be limited to providing rescue and rehabilitation services 
 for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for dogs, and would include 
 boarding and training for dogs.   
 
3. Operating Hours; Facility Closed to the General Public.  The facility shall maintain 
 operating hours consistent with the Zoning Ordinance requirements and customers shall 
 be permitted at the facility by appointment only to mitigate traffic impact on the private 
 road.  The facility owner or manager shall ensure that the facility is not advertised or 
 publicized as being open to the general public. 
 
4. Kennel Building Sound-Absorbing Measures.  The facility shall be constructed of 
 sound absorbing materials and in a fashion as described in the applicant’s Narrative of 
 Operations and as depicted on the site plan.   Sound-absorbing measures shall be shown 
 on the building construction plans and shall be reviewed by the County’s engineering 
 consultant for conformance with the approved site plan in conjunction with the building 
 permit application review.  Doors and windows in the kennel building shall remain closed 
 to mitigate noise impact on adjacent properties when dogs are present in the building. 
 
5. Employees.  A maximum of five (5) employees shall be permitted to staff the facility at 
 any one time in order to mitigate traffic impact on the private road and to comply with 
 the septic system design of 20 gallons of waste water per day per employee.  A minimum 
 of one (1) employee shall remain onsite at all times that any dogs are housed at the 
 facility. 
 
6. Maximum Number of Dogs Permitted Onsite.  A maximum of forty (40) dogs shall be 
 permitted at the facility for training and/or kenneling.  A maximum of three (3) additional 
 dogs may be permitted on site as pets. 
 
7. Fenced Training Areas.  Dogs may be permitted in the fenced training areas between 
 7:00AM and 9:00PM  and shall be supervised at all times within the training areas by 
 kennel staff.  The ratio of dogs to staff in the training areas shall not exceed 8 dogs per 
 staff member.  At no time shall any dog be left unattended in the fenced training areas. 
 
8. Maintenance of Fences and Gates.  Fencing around the training areas shall be a 
 minimum of six (6) feet in height and shall be maintained throughout the life of the 
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 special use permit to ensure complete confinement of the dogs.  All gates shall remain 
 closed and secured to prevent dogs from escaping the training areas. 
 
9. Limitation on Dogs Allowed Outside of the Kennel Facility.  Dogs being boarded or 
 trained in conjunction with the kennel operation shall not be permitted outside of the 
 kennel building or fenced training areas unless being transported to and from a vehicle in 
 arriving or departing the facility.  This condition shall not apply to the maximum three (3) 
 dogs to be kept as pets specified in Condition #6 or to dogs that are brought to the 
 property by event attendees in conjunction with events as specified in Condition #11. 
 
10. Limitations on Retail Activity.  No retail activity shall be permitted with the exception 
 of accessory sale of dog-related food or treats to customers housing their dogs at the 
 facility. 
 
11. Events.  A maximum of two (2) events shall be permitted at the facility per year.  Events 
 are defined as activities open to the public or by invitation for the purpose of fund-
 raising, promoting the kennel operation, or supporting any kennel-related activity. 
 Operating hours of the events shall be limited to 11:00AM – 5:00PM.  The facility owner 
 or manager shall provide a schedule of the special event to the Department of Planning 
 within 30 days of the date of the event, and, if required, shall obtain a County Special 
 Event Permit.  If the event is not regulated by the County Special Event Permit process, 
 the facility owner or manager shall also provide a plan to the Department of Planning for 
 providing toilet facilities for the event attendees.  
 
12. Training Classes.  A maximum of four (4) training classes for humans may be held 
 per year at the facility provided that they are conducted within the kennel building and 
 are held within the operating hours permitted by the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
13. Breeding and Sale of Dogs Prohibited.  No breeding or sale of dogs, with the exception 
 of an adoption fee/administrative processing fee for rescue dogs, shall be permitted at the 
 facility.   
 
14. Solid Waste Management.  All solid waste shall be containerized and properly disposed 
 of off-site either by the facility owner or manager transporting the waste to the Frederick 
 County landfill or by contracting with an authorized waste disposal company.  No solid 
 waste shall be disposed of onsite. 
 
15. Liquid Waste Management.  All liquid waste and waste water produced by the dogs 
 shall be held in a storage tank, pumped, and hauled off-site for disposal by an authorized 
 waste disposal company.  There shall be no open floor drains in the kennel building, 
 and the liquid dog waste/waste water system shall not be connected to the onsite septic 
 system.  The property owner or manager shall provide the Planning Department with a 
 copy of the contract with a waste disposal company prior to issuance of the certificate of 
 occupancy for the kennel and shall provide updated copies of the contract as it is renewed 
 or reissued.   
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History:  
 
August 2, 2013. Special use permit and site plan applications filed with the 

Department of Planning. 
 
September 6, 2013. Commission voted to defer action on setting public hearing for one 

month. 
 
October 4, 2013. Commission voted 7-0-4 (Steinmetz, McFillen, Kreider absent; 

Nelson abstained) to set public hearing for November 1, 2013. 
 
November 1, 2013. Commission voted 8-1-2 (Steinmetz NAY; Nelson abstained; 

Staelin absent) to defer the matter and continue the public hearing 
for one month to the December 6, 2013 meeting. 

 
December 6, 2013.  Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm  
    NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the  
    special use permit request.  Commission also voted 7-2-2   
    (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to   
    recommend denial of the site plan approval request. 
 
December 17, 2013. Board of Supervisors voted 4-0-1 (McKay absent) to set Public 

Hearing for the January 21, 2014 Board meeting. 
 
January 21, 2014. Board of Supervisors Public Hearing is postponed due to inclement 

weather. 
 
January 23, 2014. Board opened the Public Hearing and voted to continue it to the 

February 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
February 18, 2014. Board voted unanimously to defer action on the request for one 

month to the March 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
March 18, 2014. Placed on the Board’s March meeting agenda. 
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
Index of Previous Staff Reports: 
 

 September 6, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (set public hearing) 
 November 1, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1 (10/31/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #2 (11/27/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #3 (12/5/2013) 
 December 17, 2013 Board of Supervisors meeting (set public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1/BOS (January 21, 2014) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #2/BOS (February 18, 2014) 
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Clarke County 

Fwd: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

To: Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 
To: "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 9:00:47 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

From: "Gina Schaecher" <gschaecher@gmail.com> 
To: "Barbara Byrd" <bjb1971@verizon.net> 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Mon, Mar 10, 2014 09:06 AM 

#TO DO pw 
tJ! 1 attachment 

Cc: "Michael Hobert" <lawyers1@verizon.net>, "David Ash" <dash@clarkecounty.gov>, 
"Carl Hales" <carlh@mris.com> 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 8:28:27 AM 
Subject: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

Ms. Byrd: 

Please kindly find our attached correspondence. 

Thank you. 

Gina Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant- County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 

3/10/20144:13 PM 
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lwa lburn@clarkecounty .gov 

Lora B. Wa I burn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@clarkecounty .gov 

" Ltr. B. Byrd 03.10.14.pdf 
'[ffi]2 MB 

http:/ /mai l.clarkecounty.gov !h/printmessage?id=28114&tz= America/ ... 

3/10/20144:13 PM 
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HAPPY TAILS DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
571.215.5902 

March 10, 2014 
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

Barbara Byrd 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Box 472 
Berryville, VA 22611 
David Ash 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use I Site Plan (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Response to question posed at February 18, 2014 meeting 

Dear Ms. Byrd: 

We write in further response to a question that you posed to us during the 
February 18, 2014 meeting. As I recall the question, you asked who would inspect our 
facility to assure it cleanliness and/or hygienic condition. Our response reflected our 
understanding that we would be regulated and subjected to the same standards and 
inspections as any other kennel or facility providing temporary housing for rescue dogs. 

Since our last meeting, I have had an opportunity to discuss this matter with our 
veterinarian, Michael Gast, DMV. We were pleased to learn that Dr. Gast has provided 
such inspection and evaluation services for other animal facilities and has agreed to 
provide inspection and assessment for our proposed rescue kennel. We think that Dr. 
Gast's oversight will be a tremendous addition to the animal care professionals who are 
dedicated to our Project. Dr. Gast has been our veterinarian for our sheep as well as 
for the dogs that share our home. In addition, Dr. Gast and the other fine veterinarians 
at the Blue Ridge Veterinary Associates are supportive of animal rescue and the care 
for animals in crisis. We will be consulting with Dr. Gast through all phases of the 
construction of our facility as well as in finalizing our operations and procedures manual 
to provide a safe and clean environment for our canine and human visitors. 

We wanted to advise you of this development as we think this information is 
relevant to the question that you posed to us. 

We appreciate your continued consideration of our Project and invite you to 
contact us directly should you have any further questions or concerns. 
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Barbara Byrd 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
March 10, 2014 
Page 2 

Respectfully, 
J 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 

cc: J. Michael Hobert, via electronic transmission 
David Ash, via electronic transmission 
Carl Hales, via electronic transmission 
Michael Gast, DMV c/o Blue Ridge Veterinary Associates 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Fwd: 3 Dog Farm, LLC/Happy Trails Development, LLC proposed commercial kennel 

From :Jesse Russell <jrussell@clarkecounty.gov> Wed, Mar 12, 2014 09:29 AM 

Subject: Fwd: 3 Dog Farm, LLC/Happy Trails Development, LLC 
proposed commercial kennel 

To :Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Bryan Casey" <bcasey@wildblue.net> 
To: jrussell@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 5:33:01 PM 
Subject: Re: 3 Dog Farm, LLC/Happy Trails Development, LLC proposed commercial 
kennel 

Dear Mr. Russell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed Special Use Permit for the multiuse 
kennel, training, rehabilitation, rescue, shelter facility being proposed by Ms. Gina Schaecher 
off Bellevue Lane in Boyce. There are numerous reasons why this should not be permitted. 
My opinion is based on personal experience in Clarke County. 

1.) The property is designated for Agricultural Use and in a protected Conservation 
Easement. I've heard some that have argued dog kennels such as the Blue Ridge Hunt 
Kennel for example, are deemed an acceptable "Agricultural" use. Given its great historic 
significance to the area and what the Blue Ridge Hunt does with their kennel it would be 
acceptable in the designation. If so it should be "grandfathered" to remain. However the 
proposal for Ms. Schaecher is not the same type of enterprise and certainly has no historic 
significance to the area and leans heavily toward a commercial enterprise. 

2.) While opening a rescue shelter for wayward dogs is a worthy cause the proposed 
site for Happy Trails Development, LLC/3 Dog Farm, LLC is not the place it should be. The 
types of dogs to be "rescued" are known for their loud and continuous barking which will 

3112/2014 9:30AM 
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almost certainly be a nuisance for nearby homeowners. When I say nearby that could be up 
to a mile away. For example I live 1 mile from a homeowner in my area of the county that 
has raised wolf hybrid dogs. A unique and beautiful animal to be sure however they like to 
bark and howl. We can hear these animals from our front porch a mile away! 

3.) We need to be very careful about setting a precedent that would allow this 
special use permit request to be approved. Another real life example for my wife and I was 
when shortly after we moved to the county 16 years ago. A neighbor asked if we would 
mind if he built a garage on his property adjacent to our driveway. Initially we said no 
problem because it was on his land so what were we to say? After further discussion we 
were informed the neighbor wanted to repair automobiles as a business. After learning that 
we really had no control over this type of business (at the time) on a neighbor's property 
we requested the property be well kept, neat, free of trash and generally appealing since 
we would have to drive within 40 feet of the site every single day leaving and returning to 
our home. At the time a special hearing to obtain a permit was required. And as it turns out 
our worst fears were realized when the operation created undue noise, trash, and generally 
became what anyone would consider an eye sore with various auto parts and vehicles left 
outside for weeks on end. So we were stuck with this unsightly operation for years. 
Fortunately the business has since moved but we are left with the legacy of the building and 
other "improvements" as we and our guests enter and exit the property. This was not the 
image we had in mind before making a life changing decision to purchase our home. 

The point is this .. .If this special use permit is approved homeowners in the area are stuck 
with the outcome and who is going to "monitor" the business being conducted to see if it is 
operating as described during the permitting process? I can tell you who, no one! To further 
complicate matters it's unclear the exact nature of the proposed operation which lends itself 
to change over time. Don't allow this to happen to land/homeowners in the area that moved 
in with their families to establish a home place with the understanding this sort of thing 
would not be permissible. 

In addition it is my understanding that Ms. Schaecher has attempted to open a similar 
operation in Loudoun County which was not approved. If it's not good enough for Loudoun 
County why should Clarke County take accept it? While I don't know the exact reasons for 
the non-approval I have to think it would be for similar reasons I've posted in this letter. 

Thank you for your consideration. Again, I urge you to NOT approve this special use permit! 
Feel free to contact me should you want to discuss further. 

Sincerely, 

3112/2014 9:30AM 
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This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is 
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Clarke County 

Special Use Permit for Animal Rehab 

From : thelargentteam@comcast.net 

Subject: Special Use Permit for Animal Rehab 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Cc : carlh <carlh@mris.com> 

Good Afternoon Mr.Stidham, 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Tue, Feb 18, 2014 04:55 PM 

#TO DO ,._. 

We are in support of the Special Use Permit for the Animal Rehab facility in Clarke County 
on the property owned by carl Hales. We feel it is very important there be a facility such as 
this in our area. 

The barn they will be building in the middle of the 91 acres is a beautiful structure and will 
be aesthetically pleasing to passers by. It won't be detrimental to the area (as Clarke 
County is primarily agricultural and a barn will fit right in.) 

If you have any questions, please feel free to call us at one of the numbers below. Thank 
you! 

Aaron and Jennifer Largent 
The Largent Team 
2011 President's Award Winners 
MarketPlace REALTY 
nwe adhere to the Code of Ethics. n 
Licensed in Virginia and West Virginia 
www. thela rgenttea m. net 
Cell-(540)327-1371 

(540)327-0282 
Fax-(856)219-9927 
Office-(540)450-2747 
Fax- (540)450-2761 
1'he ~ ~011 Wa/Jt 1'he Sel1tice h>11 Oesettle! 

3/4/2014 9:08AM 
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Clarke County 

Fwd: Retail Sales At Proposed Kennel 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Retail Sales At Proposed Kennel 

To : Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "clarke supervisor" <clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com> 
To: "Roderick DeArment" <RDeArment@cov.com> 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Fri, Mar 07, 2014 09:54AM ,.. 

Cc: "David Ash" <dash@clarkecounty.gov>, "Lora Walburn" <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, March 6, 2014 5:17:27 PM 
Subject: Retail Sales At Proposed Kennel 

Thank you for your comments Mr. DeArment. 

I am requesting by copy of this email that your communication be added to the record in 
this matter. 

Michael Hobert 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
24 East Main Street I Berryville, VA 22611 
Phone: 540.955.4141 1 Fax: 540.955.41861 Email: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com 

This message and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and are only for tbe use oftbe intended 
recipient oftbis message. If you are not tbe intended recipient, please notify tbe sender by return email, and delete or destroy tbis and 
all copies oftbis message and all attachments. Any unautbori~d disclosure, use, distribution, or reproduction oftbis message or any 
attachments is prohibited and may be unlawful. 

On Mar 6, 2014, at 5:01 PM, DeArment, Roderick wrote: 

Chairman Michael Hobert 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Box 588 
2014 

Roderick DeArment 
P.O. Box 99 

Boyce, VA 22620 

February 28, 

317/2014 10:42 AM 
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Berryville, VA 22611 

Re: Happy Trails Development LLC 
Special Use Permit Application 
(SUP 13-02) 

Dear Mr. Chairman Hobert: 

The applicant for the special use permit referenced above has repeatedly asserted 
that there will be no retail sales at the proposed kennel operation "[a]s we are not open to the 
general public." 

This assertion is wrong as a matter of Virginia law and indicates another potential 
source of unsafe commercial traffic on Bellevue Lane that could mushroom over time. 

Virginia Code §58.1-602 defines a "retail sale" as "a sale to any person for any purpose 
other than resale in any form of tangible personal property.". 

The assertion that the kennel is "not open to the public" is both factually wrong and 
provides no legal basis for a retail sales tax exemption. The fact is that the applicant's kennel is 
aggressively marketed to the public as any viewer of the 3-Dog website will observe. Just 
because the public comes to the facility by appointment does not change their status as retail 
customers. The Virginia statute provides no retail sales tax exemption for sales by 
appointment. 

A beauty shop owner who operates strictly by appointment still is making a retail sale 
when she or he sells Paul Mitchell hair products to customers. The beauty shop owner, like the 
applicant, will be required by Virginia law to collect retail sales tax on the transactions. 

Applicant acknowledges as an example that bags of treats will be sold to customers. 
This constitutes a retail sale subject to Virginia retail sales tax whether it is consumed on the 
premises or taken home. Without explicit limitation in special use permit, this retail sales 
operation could be expanded to the sale of special dog food, leashes, training books etc. Over 
time there are likely to be a fair number of potential customers coming to the kennel as the 
boarding, dog training classes, Doggie Day Care and K-9 Karnival operations are in full swing. 

In my view, this potential for expanding retail sales is another reason that Commission 
should recommend against granting this application for a special use permit. 

cc: Vice Chair David Weiss 
Supervisor Barbara Byrd 
Supervisor Bev McKay 
Supervisor John Staelin 
County Administrator David Ash 
Deputy Clerk Lori Walburn 

Respectfully submitted, 

Roderick DeArment 

317/2014 10:42 AM 
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Roderick A DeArment 
Flat Duck Farm 
409 Bellevue Lane 

PO. Box 99 
Boyce, VA 22620 

Cell-703-408-9466 
Home-54~837-1073 

If this is time sensitive, please call my cell. 

Visual Link Spam Filter 
Mark as Spam 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty.gov 

http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28076&tz=Americal ... 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Fwd: Opposition to the Application by Happy Tails Development LLC/3 Dog Farm LC 
of Loudoun County for a Special Use Permit 

From :Jesse Russell <jrussell@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to the Application by Happy Tails 
Development LLC/3 Dog Farm LC of Loudoun County 
for a Special Use Permit 

To: Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

FYI 

From: "Chip McConville" <lfmccon@aol.com> 
To: jstaelin@clarkcounty.gov 
Cc: jrussell@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Saturday, March 8, 2014 12:26:48 PM 

Mon, Mar 10, 2014 08:20AM 

#TO DO r'"' 

Subject: Opposition to the Application by Happy Tails Development LLC/3 Dog Farm LC of 
Loudoun County for a Special Use Permit 

Mr. Staelin, 

I strongly oppose the application by Happy Tails Development LLC/3 Dog Farm LC of Loudoun County for a 
Special Use Permit from Clarke County at the edge of Bellevue Lane and Old Winchester Road. The proposed 
business is a 40 dog commercial kennel/animal shelter facility. This land is under conservation easement and is 
zoned by our County as Agricultural Open Conservation (AOC). 

Facts: 

*When Happy Tails Development/3DogFarm tried to expand in Purcellville, residents spoke out against this 
development, causing owners to pursue enlargement of their business into Clarke County. 

* White Post, Boyce, and Millwood surface and ground water would be endangered by this business, if the 
necessary pump-and-haul system overflows or fails. 

*This kennel development is different from our current kennels in Clarke County. 

-This development advertises to the general public via Facebook and other media. 

-The site is in a rural neighborhood with small children, farm animals, pets, & wildlife. 

-This development is a commercial non-agricultural business. 

-This development plans to have daily trips by employees and volunteers and pump and haul trucks 2-3x 
per week on the private, dirt-gravel, residential Bellevue Lane. 

If this application for permit passes, Clarke County AOC neighborhoods would be open to the next 

"development." This would also violate the intent of the conservation easements in place throughout our 

beautiful county. My family moved out here 10 years ago to escape from Prince William County because their 

3/10/2014 2:52PM 
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Board of Supervisors made very poor choices concerning our rural neighborhood in Gainesville. Just drive 
through Gainesville today and see what has happened in the past 20 years due to poor zoning decisions by their 
Board. As a member of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors your first priority should be to protect 
our unique and beautiful county from unfettered development. Otherwise we will become just another 
overdeveloped county like Prince William or Loudoun. 

Lester "Chip" McConville 
540-837-1628 (home) 
703-501-8145 (Cell) 
email: lfmccon@aol.com 

3/10/2014 2:52PM 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's Property and Well 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> Wed, Mar 12, 2014 09:37AM 

Subject: Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's c@1 attachment 
Property and Well 

To : Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Danielle De Arment" <danielledearment@gmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 9:14:04 PM 
Subject: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's Property and Well 

Hi, Lora, 

I'm going to attempt to send the photos one at a time, so that you can have them for the 
record and hopefully get them to John Staelin since the email to him bounced back. Below 
is the text of the email, the first picture, and its caption. If you have any trouble, please let 
me know. I can always just bring the photos down if that works better. 

Thank you so much for your help, 
Danielle Donohue 

Good Afternoon, 

I am writing on behalf of Elizabeth (Kay) and Robert (Bob) Sell, who do not have a computer at home and asked 
me to send this information for them. They wish to reiterate that the Board of Supervisors is still invited and 
welcome to visit their property, but due to the uncertainty of planned visits to the kennel site and surrounding 
residents' homes at this point in time, they would like to submit the following photos and captions to ensure that 
members of the Board of Supervisors understand the proximity of the proposed drain field to their well. We 
hope members of the BaS will note this issue if and when they visit in person. 

3112/2014 9:58AM 
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Pink flag located in subject property's drain field site--120 feet from Sell property line (up close photo). 

2 of2 

Lora B. Wa I burn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant- County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@clarkecounty .gov 

Sell's Property l.jpg 
4MB 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and the Sell's Well (2) 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and the 
Sell's Well (2) 

To : Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Danielle De Arment" <danielledearment@gmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Tuesday, March 11 , 2014 9:18:01 PM 

Wed, Mar 12, 2014 09:37AM 

@ 1 attachment 

Subject: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and the Sell's Well (2) 

Flag located in subject property's drain field site. Photo taken from the Sell's well house, located 240-245 feet 
from drain field site . 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 

3/1 2/2014 10:04 AM 
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Sell's Property 2.jpg 
5MB 

http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28230&tz=America/ ... 

3112/2014 10:04 AM 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 274 of 493



Clarke County http:/ /mail.clarkecounty.gov /hlprintmessage?id=28229&tz= America/ ... 

1 of2 

Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's Property and Well (3) 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> Wed, Mar 12, 2014 09:36AM 

Subject: Fwd: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's &>1 attachment 
Property and Well (3) 

To :Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Danielle De Arment" <danielledearment@gmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 9:21:40 PM 
Subject: Photos of Proposed Kennel Drain Field and Sell's Property and Well (3) 

Go. ,gle earth ..:.:,~~========;,00-
3 - . 
J(~~~e/ r/..- .,',. /.•/( 5tfc h .:/e;; .06-kv~t/ .: ..(?'o-.;14'~ 

'---
Aerial view of kennel drain field site. Sell water well located 240-245 feet. 

Thank you for your time, 

Danielle Donohue on behalf of Kay and Bob Sell 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant- County Administration 
County of Clarke 

3/12/2014 10:04 AM 
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101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

· Sell's Property 3.jpg 
~3MB 
I 

L 

http://mail.clarkecotmty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28229&tz=America/ ... 

3112/2014 10:04 AM 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 276 of 493



March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 277 of 493



March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 278 of 493



Go0gle earth 

3 -
) {e n ,-.e, / 

'-==============-:---400 ~ 100 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 279 of 493



From : Robina <robina5@verizon.net>

Subject : Kennel - 1 mile radius assessments

To : Bev McKay <bevbmckay@gmail.com>

Cc : Barbara Byrd <bjb1971@verizon.net>, David Weiss
<amweiss@visuallink.com>, John Staelin
<jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov>, Michael Hobert
<lawyers2@verizon.net>, David Ash
<dash@clarkecounty.gov>, Lora Walburn
<lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Kennel - 1 mile radius assessments

Mon, Mar 10, 2014 12:45 PM

1 attachment

 
Bev –
 
As requested, please find attached a 2 page pdf file containing the names, addresses and land +
improvements assessments for the residences within a one-mile radius of the proposed
kennel/animal shelter.
 
The information is from the On-Line Mapping system of the county’s website, and with Google
Earth measurements (+/- 20ft). There is a total of 54 residences.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions,
 
Robina
 

PC - Schaecher kennel - 1 mile radius residences + assessments.pdf
87 KB 

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=93317&tz...

1 of 1 3/13/2014 9:06 AM
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9 Adjoining landowners are shaded in yellow

ADDRESS 
NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. Land Improvements TOTAL

Mr. Christopher Birch 1336 Old Winchester Road 21 A 81 100,000 63,800 $163,800
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Yaniello 1308 Old Winchester Road 21A 83A 185,000 159,000 $344,000
Mr. and Mrs. Ryan Royston 1344 Old Winchester Road 21A 83C 275,000 180,600 $455,600
Dr. and Mrs. Bruce Welch 1430 Old Winchester Road 21 A 82 152,600 160,800 $313,400
Mr. And Mrs. James Hill 1776 Old Winchester Road 20 A 6 173,600 249,900 $423,500
Robina Rich Bouffault 1823 Old Winchester Road 20 A 17 160,000 422,700 $582,700
Dr. and Mrs. Jerry Henke 1969 Old Winchester Road 20 A 16A 500,400 252,100 $752,500
Mr. Eric Blankenship 2092 Old Winchester Road 20 A 7 150,200 520,100 $670,300
Pat Eldon Dent Jr. 2204 Old Winchester Road 20 A 8A 138,600 60,000 $198,600
Dunning Family Ltd. 2312 Old Winchester Road 20 A 8 247,100 519,200 $766,300
Mr. and Mrs. Michael Harrison 1437 Old Winchester Road 20 A 18 135,800 128,600 $264,400

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Sell 1321 Old Winchester Road
20 A 18 and      

21 A 80
655,800 101,500 $757,300

Mr. and Mrs. R.W. Graves 1025 Old Winchester Road 21 A 79A 151,200 156,800 $308,000
Mr. and Mrs. Alan Young 923 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78A 274,900 266,400 $541,300
Mr. and Mrs. Scott Baker 917 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78B 240,200 149,600 $389,800
Dr. Dorothy Eisenberg 902 Old Winchester Road 21 A 86A 485,000 418,400 $903,400
Mr. Eric Keene (tenant) 773 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78 218,500 117,500 $336,000
Mr. and Mrs. Alain Borel 692 Old Winchester Road 21 A 86 371,200 870,400 $1,241,600
Mr. and Mrs. Terence Donohue (in construction) 165 Bellevue Lane 21 A 79C 140,000 300,000 $440,000
Mr. and Mrs. Gregory Peck 196 Bellevue Lane 21 A 79 271,300 194,500 $465,800

Mr. and Mrs. Roderick DeArment 409 Bellevue Lane
20 2 7 and         
21 A 79B

490,700 500,700 $991,400

Mr. and Mrs. Eric Lieser 589 Bellevue Lane 20 2 8 142,600 128,300 $270,900
Mr. and Mrs. Michael K. Feldman 240 Good Success Lane 20 2 14 142,700 511,500 $654,200
Mr. and Mrs. Timothy Harmon 1 Morning Star Lane 20 2 6 140,900 300,000 $440,900
Mr. and Mrs. Ronald Light 146 Morning Star Lane 20 2 5 144,100 664,900 $809,000
Mr. Philip Jones 735 Morning Star Lane 20 2 1 and 11 231,100 386,100 $617,200
Mr. and Mrs. Rick Senyitko 918 Morning Star Lane 20 2 13 175,000 389,600 $564,600
Ms. Kathyrn Hicks 45 Ginns Road 20 A 23 142,500 181,400 $323,900

ASSESSMENT

CURRENT PROPERTY ASSESSMENTS - within a 1 MILE RADIUS of the proposed Happy Tails Kennel location
Sources: County On-Line Mapping System and Google Earth (1 mile = 5,280 ft.)
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ADDRESS 
NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. Land Improvements TOTAL

ASSESSMENT

Mr. Jerome Russell 195 Ginns Road 20 A 21A 470,600 475,600 $946,200
Mr. George Matthew Hoff 278 Ginns Road 20 A 18E and F 701,100 154,800 $855,900
Mr. and Mrs. Wayne B. Ferrell 372 Ginns Road 20 A 18D 185,200 186,000 $371,200
Mr. and Mrs. David Ames 475 Ginns Road 20 A 21C 314,100 397,200 $711,300
Ms. Brenda G. Hoff 544 Ginns Road 20 A 18A 180,800 137,100 $317,900
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Plunkett 674 Ginns Road 20 A 19 175,000 152,100 $327,100
Mr. and Mrs. Noel Hicks 993 Ginns Road 20 A 21H 155,000 427,100 $582,100
Mr. and Mrs. Todd D. Ellis 1077 Ginns Road 20 A 21 777,700 2,439,600 $3,217,300
Mr. and Mrs. A.R. Dunning, Jr. 1253 Ginns Road 20 A 16 209,000 525,600 $734,600
Mrs. Betsy Harding (tenant) 1260 Ginns Road 20 A 16B 452,000 138,600 $590,600
Ginns LLC 1415 Ginns Road 20 A 15 153,900 165,300 $319,200
Mr. and Mrs. A.R. Dunning, Jr. (leased) 1420 Ginns Road 20 A 16C 150,600 241,000 $391,600
Mr. and Mrs. James Royston 289 Page Brook Lane 21 A 84 162,600 227,200 $389,800
Mr. Leonard Woelfel 379 Page Brook Lane 21 5 2A 140,600 226,200 $366,800
Ms. Mary Ellen Nicholas 401 Page Brook Lane 21 5 3 140,000 239,300 $379,300
Ms. Barbara L. Longerbeam 430 Page Brook Lane 21 2 A 138,800 154,300 $293,100
Mr. Gary H. Longerbeam 478 Page Brook Lane 21 2 B 138,900 139,900 $278,800
Mr. and Mrs. Mark G. Butler 481 Page Brook Lane 21 5 5 142,700 233,000 $375,700
Mr. James H. Royston III 499 Page Brook Lane 21 A 83D 155,000 187,100 $342,100
Elizabeth R. Mulry, Trustee 1040 Page Brook Lane 21 A 2 451,000 515,200 $966,200
Mr. and Mrs. Ned Poffenberger 1040 Page Brook Lane 21 A 2A 174,100 94,000 $268,100
Mr. and Mrs. John W. Fries 9006 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 39A 175,000 152,600 $327,600
Mr. Preston Grubbs 9116 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 40 151,200 75,300 $226,500
Mr. William D. Grubbs 9124 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 41 222,100 94,000 $316,100
Ms. Erma T. Russell 9258 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 42 100,000 141,600 $241,600
Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr.                      (family 9280 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 43 110,000 78,900 $188,900
Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr.           Compound?) 9292 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 43
Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr. 9296 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 43

TOTAL ASSESSMENTS $12,963,000 $16,353,000 $29,316,000

RRB/3-10-2014
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12 March 2014 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Dear Supervisors: 

We submit the following comments for the record of the application of Ms. Gina 
Schaecher for a Special Use Permit to develop and operate a "Happy Trails" 
commercial dog kennel on AOC zoned land (SUP-13-12/SP-13-08). 

We appeared at the 18 February public hearing on this matter to express our 
opposition to this particular proposal, not because we are opposed to the proper 
care of dogs (indeed, one of us relies upon a fully trained and accredited service 
dog who accompanied us to this hearing), but because we fervently believe that 
this proposal is a blatant violation of the spirit of the purpose of conservation 
easements and zoning regulations to keep commercial development out of our 
county's agricultural, open space and conservation lands. Were the Board to 
approve this requested special use permit, it would have opened the door to the 
further sprawl of commercial enterprises throughout our County's AOC zoned 
district. Indeed, a very unfortunate precedent would have been set. 

The issue before you is purely a land use issue. The Applicant's apparently sincere 
belief in the value of her work with disadvantaged dogs, and her desire to develop 
and operate a profitable commercial kennel to serve this purpose is irrelevant to the 
primary land use issue. Her lengthy recitation of her somewhat laudatory life goal 
of caring for and re-socializing disadvantaged problem dogs took up much 
valuable time at the public hearing that could have been better utilized to examine 
the various aspects of the primary land use issue. 

As sincere as the Applicant may be in her protestations that she only means to do 
good, it is her burden to fmd and acquire a property that is suited to the purpose for 
which she intends to use it. It is not appropriate to attempt to shoe hom this 
operation onto land for which it is not suited. 

We were perplexed that the hearing procedure on 18 February was flawed in its 
structure so as to make it difficult to sort out the primary relevant issues, and to 
facilitate an objective analysis of each issue. This procedure allowed the Applicant 
ample opportunity to make reassuring statements concerning the good work she 
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intended to do, and her aspirational good intentions to mitigate the harmful aspects 
of her proposed operation. In doing so, it tended to deflect the purpose of the 
hearing, and left a number of her assertions and assurances unchallenged. While 
she was playing the charming, amenable good cop, her husband was able to play 
the threatening bad cop with the implication that if the Board were to deny their 
"legal right" to the special use permit demanded that legal consequences would 
follow. 

In an attempt to sort out a few of the issues with which we are familiar, we have 
briefly outlined and analyzed several of these in the attached annexes. We request 
that this submission be made a part of the hearing record, and we encourage your 
careful consideration of these as you mull over how to fulfill your legislative 
responsibilities in acting upon this application before you. 

In closing, the good intentioned efforts by some to mitigate the adverse 
consequences of approving this application remind us of the proverbial attempt to 
carve a diamond out of a potato. Try as hard as one might with the most developed 
skill and applied effort, one still ends up with a potato, not a diamond. Again, we 
encourage you to focus on the overriding issue of providing for the rational use of 
our irreplaceable agricultural, open space, conservation lands. Reject the effort of 
some to give us a potato as a replacement for the diamond we already possess. 

Elyse Smith 

;1 ~/ -\ ~ 

.;__~\ 

Lowell Smith 

2548 Crums Church Rd. 
Berryville VA 22611 

Russell Election District 

Attachments: Annexes A thru F 
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ANNEXA 
IMBLANCEofHEARINGPROCEDURES 

We observed the 18 February hearing procedures to have some lack of equal 
opportunity to explore important issues with all sides. The use of the available 
time precluded Board members from questioning and probing in further depth any 
issue raised by an opponent to the application, while extensive time was given at 
the opening of public comments for the Applicant to make a cohesive, lengthy 
homily describing her proposed project, her deep felt concern for the welfare of 
dogs, her good intensions towards all, and her ability to meet all concerns about the 
potential harm to the environment and others resulting from her proposed project 
with her aspirational good intensions. 

Moreover, following the comments presented by the public, the Applicant was 
given further opportunity to respond to questions from members of the Board to 
which she gave tangential responses to core concerns, her affirmation about her 
expert care of dogs with which she came into contact, and her further aspirational 
assurances of her good intentions. No time was allocated to rebut inaccuracies and 
omissions, nor to sum up a comprehensive, cohesive case in opposition to the 
application. 

The inability in this format to support focused, definitive discussions of core issues 
tended to lead to ''trust me" conclusions, where substantive objections to the 
project tended to be loosely identified and failed to be rigorously dealt with, and 
this result was augmented by the inability of the objectors to counter during the 
hearing the soft, inconclusive responses of the Applicant to questions posed by 
individual Supervisors. 
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ANNEXB 
OPEN SPACE ISSUE 

We submitted at the 18 February hearing a statement of our concern about the 
implications of the application to place a commercial operation on Conservation 
Easement land in Clarke County, and the adverse precedent this would set for our 
Conservation Easement Authority's efforts in Clarke County. Our understanding 
was at the time, and is now, that a conservation easement on agricultural/open 
space land should impose controls over commercial development uses that are in 
addition to those applicable under existing zoning law. 

Further research since that time has resulted in enhancing our understanding of the 
nuanced situation that exists in this instance. Even though this easement states that 
" ... no nuisance shall be permitted or maintained ... ", the holder of this easement, 
Virginia Outdoor Federation (VOF), has a history of approving by right the 
development and operation of dog kennels on lands it holds under conservation 
easement. 

The VOF approval of the use of this land for a commercial purpose was obtained 
before a full record of its consequences had been developed. Indeed, that record is 
still being assembled. Many have puzzled over the conclusion reached by the VOF 
based on this premature record, yet a credible speculation is that the VOF history 
of nearly automatic approval of dog kennels evolved because VOF has a strong 
presence among Piedmont fox hunting lands. Unfortunately, VOF seems to have 
made no distinction between establishing kennels for sports hunting with fox 
hounds and a commercial kennel of this size to be operated for profit. VOF's 
historical precedents, or other factors, seem to have blinded it to this important 
distinction. 

It must also be noted that this particular conservation easement was entered into 
nine years ago when conservation easements were somewhat less precise about 
allowable development activities on easement lands. It should also be noted that 
the Clarke County Conservation Easement Authority is generally more restrictive 
in the requirements it writes into the conservation easements it accepts, thus being 
a more responsible steward of our taxpayer and individual contributor funds used 
for this purpose. 

Nonetheless, our concern remains. The general public is much less well informed 
about the nuances of this situation. Approval of this proposed project would make 
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it too easy for the average citizen to conclude that their contributions to further 
funding of the Authority would be ineffective in preventing commercial 
establishments from being plopped on conservation easement lands, thereby 
substantially eroding public support for this valuable program. This is an outcome 
that the Board must not risk. Indeed, questions concerning the effectiveness of 
conservation easements are already being heard out on the street. 

While it is true that the Board can do little to reverse this unfortunate, enigmatic 
finding by VOF, it does have the power, and we believe the responsibility, to use 
its legislative authority to deny this application. It should do this based on the 
failure of the Applicant to satisfy the requirements of our agricultural-open space
conservation zoning. The Applicant's attempt to place an inappropriately 
conceived and designed commercial operation on land within this restrictive 
zoning should be denied. 

We submit that it is in the public interest for the Board to give any benefit of doubt 
in its exercise of its legislative discretion towards the preservation of conservation 
easement land for the intended purposes of such easements. To do otherwise 
would break faith with the many Clarke County supporters of preserving our open 
space rural land cover by all means possible. Further, it could encourage other 
owners of land under conservation easements to attempt to also double dip, 
attempting to commercially develop their land after already receiving financial 
rewards for agreeing to a conservation easement on their land. The precedent of 
approval of this application would be dire, indeed. 
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ANNEXC 
NOISE IMPACT ISSUE 

A discussion with the Applicant's acoustic consultant following the 18 February 
public hearing resulted in a very important fmding: this consultant was unaware of 
an important physical phenomenon that is pertinent to this situation---that of 
atmospheric temperature inversions that result in ducting of sound energy. 

Sound ducting occurs as a result of a number of physical conditions frequently 
found in rural areas such as ours. Commonly it occurs if a temperature inversion 
exists with cooler air near the ground level than at a few tens or few hundred feet 
above ground level. Sound energy is internally reflected within the cooler ground 
level air, thus substantially enhancing its transmission through this air layer. 

This phenomenon can result in sound energy being transmitted efficiently over 
relatively large distances, and occurs frequently in rural locations such as the 
subject property. Nocturnal temperature inversions frequently form as the sun sets, 
and can last well into the next morning. We were amazed that this "expert" 
seemed to be completely unaware of the physics of this fundamental property of 
sound propagation; and, in fact, was in denial about its existence! 

The rigorous analytical treatment of soun~ ducting due to an atmospheric 
temperature inversion, with or without a prevailing wind field, is very difficult (see 
for example: R. Waxler; Modal Expansions for Sound Propagation in the 
Nocturnal Boundary Layer; J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115 (4), April2004; accessible at: 

). 

However, this phenomenon can be treated satisfactorily by using computer models 
to estimate its effect on sound transmission (see for example: R L. Bronsdon and 
H. Forschner; Predicting Convergence Zone Propagation in Environmental Noise 
Measurements; a conference paper accessible at: 

Bronsdon and Forschner observe that "When the proper wind and temperature 
profiles exist it is possible to form either an elevated duct, where sound will 
propagate at 3dB/DD [3dB attenuation per doubling distance, rather than the 
textbook value of 6dB/DD], or perhaps even a conve!J!ence zone where the 
propagating sound will not be attenuated any appreciable amount. We 
experience these types of propagation when we hear familiar sounds that seem to 

) 
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have moved closer. A good example would be the sound of a highway or train at a 
great distance, which suddenly seems to be running right through the back yard." 
[emphasis and explanation added to original text] 

That this phenomenon, which is familiar to most of us who live in rural areas, was 
not only ignored, but denied by the Applicant's acoustic consultant casts ihto 
serious doubt the entire analysis on the noise impact that the proposed project 
could have on the neighbors' acoustic environment which was submitted by the 
Applicant. This impact analysis must be revisited, as it is fatally flawed because of 
its omissions. An objective analysis using real world physical assumptions is 
required--textbook engineering analyses are inadequate in this rural setting as are 
sophomoric attempts to replicate at one point in time the acoustic properties 
encountered throughout the year with many differing atmospheric conditions. 
Otherwise, a serious nuisance situation could be created if this application for a 
special use permit were to be granted. 

The letter report by the acoustic consultant contained in the record contains several 
inappropriate assumptions and mis-statement of fact. It is an unreliable basis for 
considering the noise nuisance that could result from the operation of this proposed 
facility. It cannot be relied upon for representing the real word noise impacts to 
which the surrounding community would be exposed. 

While a credible acoustic analysis would be costly, this cost should be borne by the 
Applicant, yet managed in a way by a third party that would not allow the 
Applicant the opportunity to influence the results. Alternatively, attention to good 
engineering practice in the design and construction of a strongly sound attenuating 
kennel building, and operationally prohibiting boarded or training dogs to be 
outside this structure (except individually in transport) could obviate the need for a 
thorough, credible acoustic analysis. 
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ANNEXD 
POTENTIAL WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION ISSUE 

The protection of surface and ground water quality is an important issue that has 
oeen partially explored in this application process, but not in sufficient detail. The 
County's objective should be to lower to a de minimus level the risk of surface and 
ground water contamination, and greatly reduce the risk of creating breeding sites 
for flies and other obnoxious disease vectors. A waste water collection system has 
been proposed for the twenty indoor pens with the dog feces and urine in these 
pens to be washed out by pressure hoses and the resulting efiluent be held in a 
holding tank which would be periodically pumped and the contents delivered to the 
Frederick County waste water treatment facility. 

Conceptually, this could be an acceptable system to isolate the indoor waste from 
surface and ground waters, but to reduce risk more specificity is required. 

· Experience is abundant that structural facilities for the collection, holding and 
transport of fluids are prone to failure, because of structural design weaknesses, 
failure to maintain system integrity, and human operational failure. The collection 
and holding system for this proposed commercial dog kennel should be designed 
so that it is nearly fail safe. This would require a primary holding tank with a 
back-up reserve tank, both alarmed at levels below full capacity (for example, 
80% ). This concept has already been accepted in principle by the Applicant in a 
written submission last year, but not yet articulated by the Planning staff. 

The primary holding tank should be of sufficient size to hold all efiluent for at least 
two weeks of operation, given that the access road could become impassible for a 
service truck for a lengthy time period because of extreme weather events. 
Further, the primary holding tank should be sized to accommodate full capacity of 
the indoor pens for the two week period. Assuming 5 gal/min flow for washing the 
pens, and ten minutes per pen once per day, this would require at least a 14,000 gal 
primary holding tank. Recognizing that other assumptions could be appropriate, 
the size of the primary holding tank should be specified, but do this with an 
adequate margin of safety. 

The secondary holding tank should be sized at approximately half that of the 
primary tank. Operational requirements should be placed that if the primary tank 
overflows into the secondary ~ more than once per month, the Applicant must 
inform the County, and ifthi~frequent occurrence a review of the adequacy of 
this collection and holding system must be undertaken with the aim of re-designing 
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and permitting the system. Another requirement could be that the kennel must 
close within 24 hours of any time the primary tank begins emptying into the 
secondary tank. The secondary tank must be used as fail safe insurance, not as an 
auxiliary holding tank. 

The outdoor fenced pens are proposed to be grass covered. If a healthy intact turf 
is maintained throughout the warm months, this might be sufficient mitigation to 
prevent contamination of surface and ground water. Any permit issued should 
require the maintenance of a robust intact turf in all areas of these pens. The issue 
remains about the ability of turf to absorb the urine and fecal deposits (until the 
later are collected and removed) on this turf during the colder months when the 
vegetation is dormant, especially as this is when substantial precipitation events 
can be expected. 

Further analysis of the adequacy of the outdoor pens to contain the canine waste 
deposited on them is difficult to analyze because of an apparent lack of dimensions 
of the proposed outdoor pens and inadequate information about the operational use 
of these areas for the kenneled dogs to relieve themselves thereon. This issue must 
be resolved before the issuance of any permit can be contemplated. 
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ANNEXE 
FEASIBILITY of ENFORCEMENT ISSUE 

Because of the several troubling impacts that this proposed project could have on 
the natural environment and the surrounding human community, the Planning staff 
and Applicant have attempted to resolve some of these by placing conditions on 
the issuance of a permit. While conditions on structures are amenable to 
enforcement during the building process, those on operations are more difficult to 
enforce. In fact, the County does not have an enforcement staff that is capable of 
serving this purpose. Thus, nearly all enforcement of operational conditions would 
de facto be on a voluntary basis for the Applicant to fulfill, leaving the natural 
environment and surrounding human community at risk if the Applicant were to be 
less than diligent in carrying out the responsibilities placed by the permit. 

This is a serious consideration which cannot be readily resolved. The Board 
should take seriously its responsibility to act on behalf of all county citizens in this 
regard. We submit that it would be inappropriate to mitigate potentially serious 
risks to environmental integrity and human well-being by mitigation measures of 
an operational nature which are essentially aspirational and unenforceable because 
of a critical lack of enforcement resources within County government. 
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ANNEXF 
THE TAKING ISSUE 

We observe that the Board has a statement before it that has an implied threat of 
legal action if the Board denies this special use permit application. Tens of 
thousands of dollars are alleged to have been spent by the Applicant to date with 
the implication that the County could be liable for these expenditures if this 
application for a SUP is denied. One does not have to be an attorney to know that 
such threats are often made in the heat of passion, and usually have little basis in 
fact or law. These are sunk costs made willingly by the Applicant, and at the 
Applicant's risk. 

On the other hand, real damage could reasonably be contemplated by the 
surrounding property owners if this permit application were to be approved. 
Conceivably, the County faces a risk of legal action in the event of the Board 
approving the SUP, as well, and there would be a fairly robust record to support 
such action. Real damages could ensue from such approval, and a credible legal 
challenge to the Board's fair balancing of equities might be anticipated. 

On the third hand, the current land owners have been amply compensated 
fmancially by the tax payers of the Commonwealth when the owners entered into 
their conservation easement agreement. Now the landowners are attempting to 
double dip because, while at the same time of enjoying their conservation easement 
rewards, they are attempting to sell the land for commercial purposes. Though 
their selling price is not currently public information, it should be noted that land to 
be used for commercial purposes normally sells at a premium over agricultural 
land; thus, potentially giving the land owners an additional financial bonus over 
selling their land for agricultural purposes. The public perception of the 
effectiveness of conservation easements could be damaged as a further adverse 
consequence. 

You must assess the risk of a legal action being filed as a result of following either 
course of action, as well as the County's grounds in fact and law of prevailing in 
either eventuality. 

Given the imponderables in this situation, we encourage you to choose the path of 
selecting the higher, longer-term good for the County, and the supporting the 
continued integrity of our highly successful land use planning practices and 
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From : clarke supervisor <clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com>

Subject : Re: Opposing Special Use Permit

To : Martin Family <martins3@live.com>

Cc : Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov>

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Re: Opposing Special Use Permit

Thu, Mar 13, 2014 02:07 PM

Thank you for your comments.  I will request they be made a part of the record for consideration
of all of the Supervisors.

Michael Hobert 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors
24 East Main Street | Berryville, VA 22611
Phone: 540.955.4141 | Fax: 540.955.4186 | Email: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com

This message and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and are only for the use of the intended recipient of this
message.  If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender by return email, and delete or destroy this and all copies of this message
and all attachments.  Any unauthorized disclosure, use, distribution, or reproduction of this message or any attachments is prohibited and may be
unlawful.

On Mar 13, 2014, at 12:11 PM, Martin Family wrote:

To Michael Hobert:
 
I am contacting you to voice my opposition of the Special Use permit for the 40 dog
kennel proporsed for the Boyce, VA / Clarke County area.  This will be damaging tot
he peaceful, agricultural tranquility of the area, plus depreciate the value of the
surrounding homes and property for no due cause.
 
I ask that you not grant this to go through.
 
Robynann G. Martin
 
 

Visual Link Spam Filter

Mark as Spam

Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=93657&tz...

1 of 1 3/13/2014 2:16 PM
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 237 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 254 of 393

3 Dog 
W'-lfRE DO~w- N BE DOGS! 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use I Site Plan {SUP-13-02 I Sp-13-08) 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors 

February 18, 2014, 6:30P.M. 
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 238 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 255 of 393

Happy Tails Development, LLC 

W'-4ERE DOG~ CAN BE DOG~t 

3 Dog Farm, LC is the 
operational entity to 
provide services at the 
subject Property 
currently under contract 
with Happy Tails 
Development, LLC. 
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 239 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 256 of 393

Our Mission 

Our mission is to provide 
rehabilitation & related 
services for dogs & their 
guardians to fund our 
commitment to rescue, 
rehabilitation & rehoming 
dogs in crisis, in need or 
displaced dogs. 
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 240 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 257 of 393

Services Provided 

• We plan to provide daycare, boarding, training, 
behavioral and medical rehabilitation services for 
dogs that have been adopted and dogs affiliated 
wifh a recognized rescue organization or animal 
shelter. 

• We are dedicated to the development and financial 
assistance of progra~s that provide low cost or no 
cost spay neuter serv1ces. 

• We are dedicated to providing fencing and other 
alternatives to relieve dogs from chatns, and 
promote responsible guaraianship. 

• We have worked with Appalachian Great P~renees 
Rescue, Lost Dog Rescue, Loudoun County Shelter & 
Clarke County Shelter. 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 258 of 393

Why we succeed 

• We work with guardians, rescue 
organizations and shelters by 
appointment only. 

• We schedule a consultation to meet 
the dog and the humans involved to 
evaluate the circumstances, 
determine if we can be of 
assistance, and develop a plan 
specific to each individual dog. 

• We have found that by working a 
dog both physically and mentally 
the dog is better able to Jearn self 
control and discipline & lives more 
compatibly in our human 
environment. 
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 242 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 259 of 393

Our Staff of Trained Professionals 
• Professional dog trainer with over 25 years 

of experience who has worked for, and 
managed a dog training, boarding and daycare 
facility; 

• Retired law enforcement canine handler 
who shows and trains Belgian Malinois for 
competition, and is completing training to 
become a certified canine good citizenship 
examiner and has her own pet sitting and 
boarding operation; 

• Former animal shelter employee. certified 
small animal massage provider. and staff 
member for a canine daycare and boarding 
facility; 

• Certified canine trainer and training canine 
behaviorist, and former facilities manager; 

• Former animal control officer and current 
veterinary surgical nurse and technician 
with over 20 years of experience with animal 
services; 

• Construction and facilities manager with 
over 20 years of facilities management, and 
decades of residential , commercial and light 
industrial construction experience. 
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Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 243 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 260 of 393

3 Dog Farm Creators 

• Michael Williams is a 
construction consultant 
specializing in building envelope 
issues. He has owned & 
operated commercial & light 
industrial construction 
enterprises, managed 
residential , commercial and 
industrial projects, and was a 
licensed real estate broker and 
appraiser. 

• Michael has mended more fence 
than anyone we know. 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 261 of 393

3 Dog Farm Creators 

• Gina Schaecher has served as a 
foster guardian & rehabilitation 
trainer for over 11 years; 

• Board member & general counsel 
for AGPR; 

• Counsel and resolve issues 
concerning canine facilities 
management, staffing, canine 
handling, training, veterinary 
care, budgets & euthanasia 
decisions; 

• Construction litigation attorney; 
• Pro bono services for rescue 

organizations & national 
organization that protects the 
rights of family farmers. 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 262 of 393

Rehabilitation Successes 

Maggie 
•3 Year Old Great 
Pyrenees Mix 

•Fearful & not social 
with other dogs 

•Traditional kennel not 
an option 

•Extended stay 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 263 of 393

After only two hours of walking, play and training at 3 Dog Farm, 
Maggie is relaxed enough to be with other dogs and to begin to 
learn social canine behavior. 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 264 of 393

Rehoming 

Baby and Bubba 

·Lost or abandoned 

•Baby was arthritic and 
shy. 

•Bubba was fearful of 
strangers 

•Five plus years old 

•Bonded to each other 

•Rehomed together 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 265 of 393

The Process 

B&B learning to be 
part of the pack 

and better canine 
citizens 

B&B being socialized at 
the local pumpkin patch 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 266 of 393

Rehoming Successll 

Baby and Bubba, n/k/a Bear and Moose, 
are loved in their new home 
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02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 267 of 393

Helping Families in Crisis 

tr~~IV~lllk,._ 

Charlie & Ginger 

•Family displaced 

•Need for temporary 
placement while family 
finds a home 

•Part of 3 Dog Farm 
family for 4 months 
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Enjoying their time at 3 Dog Farm 

Part of the Pack 
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Successfully Reunited 

Ginger reunited Charlie poses for his person 
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Dogs in Crisis 

Zoey was given up due to 
human allergies, otherwise a 
perfect dog. 

One year later, Zoey suffered 
severe neglect and knee 
damage. 
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Dogs in Crisis 

Mater was also severely 
neglected. 

Mater too weak to stand 
and so matted had to be 
shaved to the skin. 
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Dogs in Recovery 

Zoey's recovery after knee 
surgery. 

Mater also on the road to 
recovery. 
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Success 

Mater makes friends at the 
adoption event in Berryville. 

Mater all smiles at his 
forever home in Berryville. 
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Success 

Zoey adjusts to her new 
haircut & enjoys the farm. 

Zoey feeling better every 
day. 
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Community Service 

Massage students practice at 
Clarke County Animal Shelter. 

Small Animal Massage Class. 
Massage enriches the 
environment of a shelter dog. 
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Treating Animals in Clarke 
County Shelter 

Massage soothes weary 
muscles & achy joints. 

Massage helps build trust 
and new friendships . 
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Treating Animals in Clarke 
County Shelter 

Kitties need massage too . 
This fuzzy girl warms up right 
away to a l1ttle massage . 
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Students & Community Service 

Students help puppies Student helps prepare puppy 
prepare for forever homes. for an adoption event. 
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Students & Community Service 

Smartsmill Middle School 
helps this pup find a home. 

All puppies found homes 
thanks to a teacher & her 
students. 
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Our Facility 
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Our Site Plan 
97% Farmland 
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Opposition & Bases for Commission's 
Recommendation of Denial. 

- Stated bases for Commission's recommendation are 
without factual or legal support. 

- Ignores the scientific evidence provided to prove 
satisfaction of criteria and minimal impact of Project. 
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Contention: The Project posed a threat of ground water 
contamination because containment tank for kennel could overflow 
if pump truck does not show up. 

FACTS: 

• Multiple pump service providers provide a back up. 

• System of tanks & alarm will prevent possible overflow. 

• Contention based upon statement of general condition of 
soils in Clarke County. 

• Ignores the fact that we have performed a Karst Study 
at proposed building site and septic field to confirm 
stability. 
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Contention: Dogs barking at the site could be considered "undue 
noise." 

FACTS: 

•Acoustical engineer scientifically demonstrates that potential 
barking at kennel site has less of an impact than existing 
animals on adjoining parcels. 

•Sheriff could not identify any reported sound violations for 
any kennel in the County or any complaints against kennels. 

•Rescue kennel designed to minimize sound impact. 

·Dogs will be supervised at all times while outside. 

•Dogs are rotated through stations and not left in any one 
exercise area for an extended length of time. 
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Contention: The number of vehicle trips per day has been 
under estimated. 

FACTS: 

·A single fatnily residential home produces 9.55 Average Daily 
Trips ("AD T") per dwelling unit. 

•By right, two dwelling units can be developed on Site which 
could produce 19.1 ADTs per day. 

• The existing 5 homes on Bellevue Lane can produce 47.75 
ADTs under existing conditions. 

•Proposed rescue kennel compares to an Animal I Veterinary 
Clinic at 4 ADT per 1000 square feet or 13 ADT. 

•Proposed use provides fewer road trips than estimated for 
by right use with two dwelling units. 
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Contention: The number of vehicle trips per day has been under 
estimated. 

FACTS: 

• Road trips are calculated in accordance with the 
International Traffic Engineers (ITE) Manual. 

• We provide pick up and drop off service with our 
vans & coordinate with local business to meet 
guardians in town to minimize road trips. 

• Guests are by invitation only and we are not open to 
the general public. 
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Contention: Educational classes for humans and other events are 
not allowed. 

FACTS: 

• No ordinance or other Jaw referenced in support of this 
contention. 

• Such ancillary use is not prohibited by any County 
Ordinance. 

• Educational & Community Service activities are good for 
the County and the immediate community. 

• No different than having a 4H Club Meeting or any other 
educational gathering. 
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Contention: An adjoining landowner's property value will decrease. 

FACTS: 

• Real estate broker provided written opinion that adjoining 
landowner's property value wi I I not be negatively 
impacted. 

• Improvements and restoration of Site will increase 
property value. 

• Most vocal opposition has admitted that "[S]he does not 
feel that her property would suffer a detriment or lose 
value if ... the Board of Supervisors approves the SUP." 

- 11.27.13 Letter from County Attorney Robert Mitchell 
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Staff Recommendations: 

• Approval of the special use permit 
request based on the Applicant's 
proposal meeting the technical 
requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 

• Conditional approval of the site 
plan based upon inclusion of 
language in the Septic 
Computations plan note to indicate 
the maximum approved capacity of 
the septic system for clarity 
purposes. 
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Staff Report assumption that Board of Supervisors has the legislative 
authority to determine what constitutes vague criteria, such as "undue 
noise" is not consistent with, or supported by the law. 

- For an ordinance to be constitutional, it must provide notice so that those 
affected can act in accordance or risk violation. If the ordinance fails to 
provided notice, such ordinance is unconstitutionally vague and therefore, 
void or without effect. 

- Noise ordinances in Warren County~ Virginia and the City of Virginia Beach 
have been struck down as unconstitutionally vague for reliance upon terms 
equally as vague as "undue noise.'' See Tanner v. Cit of Virginia Beach 277 Va. 432, 
674 s .E.2d 848 (2009); Souter v. County of Warren I 2001 Va. App. LEXIS 32 (2011). 

- Most recently, an alleged noise ordinance violation was dismissed in Fauquier 
County due to a constitutional challenge to the ordinance's reliance upon a 
terms such as "undue noise." Commonwealth of Virginia v. Gisselquist, Case No. 
GC13000514-00. 

Staff's alleged inability to gage compliance with a term such as "undue noise" 
demonstrates its susceptibility to a constitutional challenge, but not the 
Board's authority to make an arbitrary determination on what the term 
means on a case by case basis. 

- Submit that Board is without authority to arbitrarily state what constitutes 
undue noise. 
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• Staff's position as to inability to make a determination as to 
"undue noise'' is inconsistent with the Staff's position with 
respect to the following criteria: 

- Will not cause an undue adverse effect on the preservation of agricultural 
or forestal land; 

- Will not cause an undue adverse effect on rare or irreplaceable natural 
areas; 

- Will not cause an undue adverse impact on wildlife or plant habitats; 

- Will not cause undue adverse effect on the water; 

• ''Applicant's Karst plan has been reviewed and approved by the 
County's consultant and demonstrates no hazards to adjacent 
groundwater supplies. " 

- Will not cause an undue adverse effect on existing or proposed septic; 

- Will not cause undue air pollution. 

- Staff was able to evaluate all these criteria to determine that Happy Tails 
satisfied the standard. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 332 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 275 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 292 of 393

Allowable Under the Law 

• We have satisfied the relevant criteria and should be allowed to 
use the Property in the manner proposed. 

• The right to own and use your own Property is fundamental 
under our Constitution. 

• Prohibitions to the use of land are disfavored under the law. 
• Generally, restrictions on the use of land are construed strictly 

against persons seeking to enforce them and substantial doubt 
or ambiguity will be resolved in favor of the free use of 
property and against restrictions. Stokely v. Owens/ 189 Va. 
248; 52 S.E.2d 164 (1949). 

• The denial of a special use permit is arbitrary if the decision is 
not related to any zoning interest but is instead motivated 
principally by neighbors expressing concerns not related to 
zoning interests. Marks v. City of Chesapeake/ 883 F.2d 308 
(4th Cir. 1989). 
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Sound Ordinance Objective Evidence 

• Board must consider the evidence submitted and make its 
determination based upon the facts. 

• Acoustical study establishes that proposed use will not violate 
any noise ordinance. 

• There is no credible evidence to the contrary. 

• Board's reliance upon unconstitutionally vague criteria to 
arbitrarily deny this Application or to impose a condition based 
upon such a vague criterion would subject the entire ordinance 
to a constitutional challenge and place the ordinance in jeopardy 
of being struck down. 

• We ask that this Board decline the Staff's invitation to make an 
arbitrary determination, but instead base its decision on the 
scientific and proven evidence before it and approve this 
Application. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 334 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 277 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 294 of 393

REASONS WHY THE BOARD SHOULD 
APPROVE THIS RESCUE KENNEL PROJECT: 

• County Staff has acknowledged that 
Happy Tails satisfies the criteria in 
the ordinance. 

• Our design makes every effort to 
minimize any potential impact to the 
adjoining landowners and consulted 
adjoining landowners during the 
process. 

• Plan maintains & preserves the 
agricultural heritage of this County. 

• Consistent with the criteria of the 
Virginia Outdoor Foundation 
easement. 

• Facilities to aid and assist rescue and 
shelter dogs are greatly needed. 
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REASONS WHY THE BOARD SHOULD 
APPROVE THIS RESCUE KENNEL PROJECT: 

• Creates JOBS for: 

• Rescue kennel staff 

• Construction 

• Farming. 

• Local sup pi iers 

• Consistent with the economic 
development plan. 

• Means to educate students and 
prospective animal guardians. 

• Means to build a sense of 
community. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 336 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 279 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 296 of 393

Vote YES 
to 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use I Site Plan {SUP-13-02 I Sp-13-08) 

• Say yes to a project 
that is good for 
animals, people and 
the community that 
we share. 

• Vote to approve this 
Special Use Permit & 
Site Plan. 
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Page Number: _/_ of Date: ____ Fe_b_ru_a_,_ry_1_8,'--2_0_14_ 

Please Sign Below ONLY if you wish to SPEAK at the Public Hearing 

PH 14-01 SUP-13-02/SP-13..()8: Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) 

1. 

2. 

4. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

Name 
(Please Print) 

Address 

lr 

T opic!Hearing 
No. 

If vou are representing an Organization: Rules of Procedure - Section 6-5. - Organizational Representation 
Any person speaking at any portion of a meeting designated for public comment, who represents himself as being an 
officer or representative of an organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, shall, upon request of a 
member of the Board~ disclose for the organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, the history, size, 
dues, structure, date of creation, requirements for membership, tax status; and shall reveal the organizations method of 
determining its official position and the speaker's authority to represent the organization. Unreasonable failure to provide 
this information to the satisfaction of the Board of Supervisors shall bar the speaker from speaking on behalf of the 
organization. 
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Page Number: L2-. of __ Date: ____ Fe_b_ru_a__,_ry_1_8,:._2_0_14_ 

Please Sign Below ONLY if you wish to SPEAK at the Public Hearing 

PH 14--01 SUP-13..02/SP·13-o8: Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) 

Name 
(Please Print) 

Address Topic/Hearing 
No. 

11 . tzo ll.l t._j c;, 1-17 i ' 

( I 

If vou are representing an Organization: Rules of Procedure - Section 6-5. - Organizational Representation 
Any person speaking at any portion of a meeting designated for public comment, who represents himself as being an 
officer or representative of an organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, shall, upon request of a 
member of the Board~ disclose for the organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, the history, size, 
dues, structure, date of creation, requirements for membership, tax status; and shall reveal the organizations method of 
determining its official position and the speaker's authority to represent the organization. Unreasonable failure to provide 
this information to the satisfaction of the Board of Supervisors shall bar the speaker from speaking on behalf of the 
organization. 
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~~" 

Page Number: 3 of __ Date: ____ Fe_b_ru_a_._ry_1--'8,'--2_0_14_ 

Please Sign Below ONLY if you wish to SPEAK at the Public Hearing 

PH 14-01 SUP-13-o2/SP-13-08: Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development LLC) 

1. 

2. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

Name 
(Please Print) 

LY!. "Be lle.v.,e_ ~ 

0l{ 

Address 
Topic/Hearing 

No. 

If vou are representing an Organization: Rules of Procedure - Section 6-5. - Organizational Representation 
Any person speaking at any portion of a meeting designated for public comment, who represents himself as being an 
officer or representative of an organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, shall, upon request of a 
member of the Board.1 disclose for the organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, the history, size, 
dues, structure, date of creation, requirements for membership, tax status; and shall reveal the organizations method of 
determining its official position and the speaker's authority to represent the organization. Unreasonable failure to provide 
this information to the satisfaction of the Board of Supervisors shall bar the speaker from speaking on behalf of the 
organization. 
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l 

My name is Phil Jones and I own approximately 130 acres adjacent to and South of the subject property. 

I am here to express my strong opposition to this Special Use Permit application and to urge the Board 

to deny it. 

I believe that the staff has performed their function in full accord with the applicable ordinances and 

codes so I will not attempt to argue particular technical matters. However, as a citizen of this county 

with property that is directly affected, I believe that my opinion and my opposition should be material to 

your deliberations in this matter. 

My family and I moved to Clarke County 10 years ago to escape the over development of Loudoun 

county and to provide a better environment for our children. I purchased and still maintain a home on 

15 acres on River Rd. My youngest son graduated from Clarke County High School and decided to pursue 

a career in cattle ranching and management. He worked first for Clermont Farm and for past 5 years for 

Lazy Lane Farm. We incorporated Blueberry Hill and Field six years ago and started our own cattle 

operation on leased land in Clarke County. In 2012, I purchased the property adjacent (Lot 1- 128 acres) 

to the subject property and subsequently a home and property on Morning Star Lane (Lot 11). This is a 

working farm to which we've made significant improvements and significant investment. Among other 

things, I am concerned that the how the Board's actions today will affect that investment and my quality 

of life. 

For the sake of time I will limit my comments. 

1. It seems to me that in a matter such as this, the Board should consider if the proposed special 

use directly benefits the County and its residents. As stated in the staff report, our small county 

already contains three kennels and an animal shelter. The addition of another shelter in the 

county does not address any issue that I am aware of. What problem is this solving or what new 

benefit does it provide. I maintain that it does neither and that it is disingenuous for anyone to 

assert that our county or its residents will somehow be better off by allowing this shelter. 

2. The applicant does not intend to become a resident of Clarke County. While I recognize that 

residency is not a requirement, any assertions made regarding being a I/ good neighbor" or 

understanding our rural life style ring hollow to me. Further, as the single largest land owner in 

the subdivision and sharing a significant property line, I find it odd that I haven't received a 

single piece of correspondence or any other contact from the applicant since this process began. 

3. I purchased my property to be a working farm and it is. Prior to purchasing the properties, I read 

the restrictive covenants of this subdivision, I reviewed the VOF easements and recognized that 

the area was zoned AOC; agricultural- open space- conservation. Frankly, I do not understand 

this application has gotten this far. I have spoken at length to the VOF and their attorneys and 

re-read all of our restrictive covenants. While I acknowledge that many of these are out of the 

purview of this board, they should be material to your deliberations as they go to the spirit of 

our zoning ordinances. 
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: .. 

a. State statute definitions explicitly exclude dogs and cats from being defined as 

Agricultural Animals or livestock. This kennel in my opinion does not constitute an 

agricultural operation. 

b. I have no desire, nor should I be subjected to, having to look at and listen to a 

commercial shelter/kennel operation from my farm or my home. Further, based on 

everything I reviewed prior to purchasing these properties, I never conceived that this 

would even be a possibility. 

4. In my opinion, the establishment of a commercial shelter/kennel operation on what has 

historically been farm land is not in concert with rural character of our county or our 

community. As stated earlier, I can't see any additional social value to our community and it 

doesn't appear to add anything economically to our community or county (although I suspect 

that the number of barking dog complaints to the Sheriffs office will increase dramatically.) 

In summary, I would like the Board to understand that my objections are not rooted in the "Not In 

My Back Yard" syndrome. I firmly believe that the county doesn't need another animal 

shelter/kennel. Further I firmly believe that those county residents most affected, those that live in 

close proximity to the proposed facility, purchased our properties with the belief that we would live 

in a peaceful agricultural setting. Unlike the applicant, we chose to live here. We chose an 

agricultural lifestyle. We chose Clarke County because we believed that Loudoun County would stop 

at Rte 601. I strongly urge this Board to deny this special use permit. 
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Members of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors: 

My name is Matt Hoff, I live at 278 Ginns Rd. Boyce, Va. I own property 
that adjoins the site of this proposed SUP for a commercial dog kennel. I 
am vehemently opposed to the granting of this SUP because of numerous 
negative impacts a project of this scope brings to Clarke County. 

The nuisance dog noise from training classes, exercising and playing will 
disrupt the now quiet rural neighborhood. The increase of traffic on Old 
Winchester Rd. and Bellevue lane is totally unacceptable. Old Winchester 
Rd. is a Virginia Scenic Byway with numerous blind hills and driveways in 
close proximity to the entrance to Bellevue Lane. Bellevue Lane is nothing 
more than rural driveway maintained by the 4 families that currently live 
there. The numerous trips generated by a commercial dog kennel 
(employee traffic, pump and haul for dog waste, customer and vendor 
traffic) will certainly create safety, maintenance issues and a disruption of 
the resident's right to peace and quiet. 

Property devaluation in regard to future tax assessments may also occur 
which certainly creates a negative impact to Clarke County's financial 
prosperity. 

The threat of contamination to the Prospect Hill Spring recharge area from 
dog and human waste creates yet another negative impact to the county. 
The water supply for Boyce, Millwood and White Post must be protected at 
all costs. 

Clarke County has always placed a value on Agricultural/Open Space and 
conservation easements, allowing a commercial business in AOC zoned 
land not only challenges the comprehensive plan, but puts at risk the entire 
philosophy of conservation easement on agricultural and open land that 
has been a cornerstone of the quality of life that all residents enjoy in 
Clarke County. 

In closing, I would like to address the point that the applicant has been very 
active in the northern end of the county in trying to garner support for this 
SUP, the scope of this project has been downplayed, misrepresented, and 
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changes constantly( depending upon who the audience at the time is). I 
believe that conditioning of the SUP will only lead to further complications 
for the county down the road. I urge each of you to stand up and do what is 
in the best interest of Clarke County and reject this application. Thank you 
for your consideration on this matter. 
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COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE 

CLARKE COUNTY 
P.O. BOX 67 

BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA 22611 

(540} 955-5108 
(540) 955-5179 (Fax) 

dpeake@clarkecounty.gov 

February 18,2014 

During the last month numerous landowners have visited my office with questions about 

possible damages to the value of their property, due to the location of the subject kennel. The 

application process has concerned me greatly and I have decided to speak out for the involved Clarke 

County Residents, who I also represent in the immediate area of the kennel operation location. I have 

followed with great interests pertinent facts about the operation and believe it or not, a lawsuit against 

the White Post Planning representative who appears to be the only person strong enough to speak out 

for these landowners/taxpayers. 

In my opinion the value of the 50+/- improved parcels will be penalized between 15%-25% in 

value if the kennel is allowed to be built on this location. The residential density is too great for a 

kennel, It's time Clarke County politicians step up, speak for Clarke County people in need of support. 

Sincerely, 

~ \(. ~~~~1..~\\(:LijJ).A~ \ v._~k 
Donna Mathews Peake 

Commissioner of the Revenue 
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Good Evening, 

My name is Robert Sell. I live at 1321 Old Winchester 
Rd., one of the owners of the adjoining property. I am 
speaking in opposition to this SUP for the following 
reasons. 

This applicant has been using the term "sustainable 
farming" to appeal to the public at large in an attempt to 
deflect the true nature and scope of this commercial 
kennel proposal. In reality, the property does not lend 
itself to sustainable agriculture. The highest and best use 
has been identified as pasture for cattle, sheep etc ... 

Secondly, the requirements placed on the capacity of the 
holding tank which is proposed, has been grossly under 
estimated and the potential for spills, leaks, or lack of 
maintenance and removal creates a point source to pollute 
the recharge area for the Prospect Hill Spring, 
endangering the water source for 1 town and 2 villages in 
Clarke County. Additionally, there exists the potential for 
exceeding Clarke County's capacity agreement with 
Frederick County's Wastewater Treatment Plant thereby 
causing Clarke County to incur overage fees for exceeding 
the agreed upon capacity contract. 

One of the responsibilities of a governing body is to 
provide a safe and secure environment for its citizens. 
have a 10 month old grandson who resides on our 
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property. We hope he will become involved in agricultural 
youth activities for many years to come. His safety and 
security is of paramount importance to me. I need to know 
that he can feel safe and secure to work with his 
agricultural livestock projects. Are YOU willing to explain 
to my grandson why his 4-H or FFA project animal is not 
thriving because of the stress created by the constant 
barking of dogs, or even worse, his animal could be 
maimed or killed by dogs that have escaped from this 
kennel only 500ft from our property. 

I respectfully ask that you not be intimidated by the threat 
of litigation and deny this SUP and preserve the safe 
secure agrarian residential balance our neighborhood now 
enJoys. 

Thank You! 
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Good Evening, 

I am Elizabeth Sell, one of the owners of the adjoining 

property. I speak in opposition to this application for a SUP. 

My family has owned and operated our farm for over 70 

years. In 2005, we applied for a permit to build a 

greenhouse to produce bedding plants, floral baskets and 

fresh cut flowers. Our property is located in an AOC zone 

and one of the by right uses is horticulture. The permit 

contained an affidavit stating that we could not use the 

structure as a residence, commercial, mercantile business, 

educational or assembly uses. 

In 2013, you have an application asking for special 

permission to build a commercial boarding/training, rehab, 

rescue, kennel in an AOC zone with easement. How will this 

kennel (and I am paraphrasing section 3-A-1 CC zoning 

ordinance) facilitate conservation and preservation of 

agricultural, forestal and open space lands or enhance the 

aesthetic value of the district? How will this kennel impact 

CC's easement programs? 

Are you willing to approve a SUP for the same activities in 

an AOC zone with easement when in 2005 a working 

productive farm in an AOC zone could not sell horticultural 

products out of a greenhouse? 

I respectfully ask that you stiffen your resolve, and keep 

AOC Districts and easement holdings protected and 

preserved for their intended uses - agricultural and open 
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space. Do NOT approve an inappropriate, non-conforming, 

commercial business facility in an AOC zone with easement. 

Doing so will only set a precedent and invite many more 

special permission applications for kennels, and who knows 

what else. 

I urge you not to condition this SUP for the simple reason 

there is no enforcement authority to monitor any conditions 

you set forth other than the neighbors. The neighbors will 

have to be ever vigilant in monitoring the activities of this 

kennel. This applicant has demonstrated both publicly and 

privately a willingness to misinform and mislead all of us. 

Thus we neighbors will be living with fear, suspicion, and 

anxiety, thereby causing our quality of life to be negatively 

impacted. 

DO NOT APPROVE THIS SUP. 

After this application is resolved, I would strongly urge you 

to review and re-evaluate your comprehensive plan, zoning 

ordinance, easement programs and SUP's, with the primary 

goal of closing loopholes eliminating contradictions, 

providing more structured definitions, and improving 

consistency. Ordinances and regulations should work 

together and not work against each other. More clearly 

defining SUP's and how they relate or fit within county 

ordinances and regulations would perhaps prevent a 

prolonged and frustrating process such as we have 

experienced. Thank you! 

T ), uV G 4 -hr. c I fue-s/z ?/\~ _ ft./ ~l/ I~ 
fj t1 0 v r /c: /1 /J I .h 1 :5-h // Ye ('6 /?1 rro f' /1 r!u-. J r:; ~ r Y6 v c ! iJ _( 

/i-4,; :S Jo.P- J tvAen ?1-c_ ~/4/l,n,.-,q c-c.rv>.rl-'~r ,-5-::s;cA- · 
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CLARKE COUNTY 
ZONING PERMIT 

.. 

APPLICANT: a "2-../o~ 1-1 ~~~ DATE: 3-t'?-Q.S-

MArLING ADDRESS: pi t7 I ~~Md...sJ ¥EL : ~v- f'3 7- Ill 7 
~c.<: ( c ,;b;l (, 2:<!1 

OWNER'SNAME: £/:2.. ~ 
THE PURPOSE OF TI-llS PERMIT: D ( ) ENLARGE ( ) REMODEL () OTHER 

f I 

SIZE OF STRUCTURE: ~ )< L,l-":) CONTRACTOR: ~ 

PROPOSED USE OF STRUCTURE: ~cr~-L'»~~:.!"'~0\!!:::::~1~· 12..,~--------

SIGNATUREOFAPPUCAN~~//a... DATE: 3,Az,&t:) 

OFFICE USE ONLY 

DESCRIPTION OF STRUCTURE AND/OR USE: 

STREET ADDRESS:------- ----

TAX MAP#: J.o-fl -~<j 
ZONING: .fl.t;C 
HIST. DIST.: ___ _ 

MIN. REQUIRED SETBACKS FRONT: I t!Ji) ' 
_ , -1 

SIDE: .. )~ REAR:_/....::...~--. 

SETBACKS PROVIDED F YOt> LS 'bt>o RS J ,txPD 
, 

I 
R r;l£> 

I 

SITEPLAN? _________ ~====--~w~· ~A~T;E~~S~EWE~:R~T~A~P:S~? ==========---
FLOOD PLAIN ? --===-- EASEMENTS ? - -------

CONDIT!~ 
ZONING PERMIT IS HEREBY/t)GRANTED ()DENIED 
FOR THE STRUCTURE AND/OR USE DESCRIBED HEREIN. 

ZONING ADMJNIST~~ ._, d2~._.ef2 DATE: 3-;?-~ 
FEE: 1{§2 E:_____9ffiCK #: ________ _ 

102 North Church Stred 
Berryville, VA 22611 

www.co.clarke. va.us Voice (540) 955.5132 
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' ' 

CLARKE COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT 
18 N. Church St. 

B~rryv ill~. Virginia 2261 1 
1-540-955-5112 FAX: 540-955-0637 

AFFIDAVIT 

BUILDING AN AGRICULTURAL STRUCTURE 

) 
~l;ar. -~ 

I, ~ 6~ l \ ~Ct\.-\- 6~ . state that this A,fricultural Structure will only be 
de~ to the opO:tionslfrelated Farm Business and wj/1 not be used 
as Residential. Cqmmercipl. Mercantile Business. Institutional. Et/ucqtiona/ and 
Assemb(v uses includingparJcin.e or storin1 II,{ personal vehicles, boats and recreational 
vehicles not licensed for agricultural use. 

I understand that if in the future, to change the use, a Permit would be.reguired along 
with an Endn«r Cutiflcation of the structural systems, (foundation, walls, roof, etc.) 
would be required. 

I have read and understand the Exemption for permi!S exclusive for farm buildings 
pertaining to the Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBC), Section 101.4- Exceptions. 

l also understand to violgte the Uniform Statewide Building Code is a Misdemunor 
under the Code of Virginia §36-1 06. Violators upon conviction may be punished by a 
fine of not more that $2,500.00 for each violation. 

(SEAL) 

------------------------------------~DATE 
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Message body Page 1 < 

This is being written as we are unable to attend this important meeting of the Clarke County Board 
of Supervisors on February 18, 2014 at 6:30 p.m. on a special use permit and site plan to construct 
a commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter in the county at the 300 block of Bellevue lane 
in the White Post Election District currently zoned Agricultural Open-Space Conservation (AOC). 

We, Bob and Carol Yanniello "Oppose" this change as it was AOC at least 22 years ago when we 
moved to our current location on Old Winchester Road across the road from the proposed subject 
site. Clarke County has been and continues to strive to remain an open space agricultural County. 
We currently enjoy the quietness and serene views of the open space of the county and very much 
wish that to continue. The occasional sound of a cow mooing or the bell around the neck of a ewe 
or the occasional bark of a dog when some animal comes into its territory or a tractor going up the 
road or working in the field is both refreshing and assuring at the same time, to change this into 
an area of constant dog barking (40 or 44 of them all at once) and the constant stream 
of vehicular traffic going up and down the road to service this "commercial" facility would upset 
the balance you have long strived to obtain. With the number of deer, fox, geese, and other wild 
animals that roam thru the area, treading into the area claimed by these new K9's the possibility 
of barking all night long has the possibility of increasing many fold, upsetting the balance of the 
domesticated farm animals and people in the area. 

To state again, we "OPPOSE" this measure. 

Thank You 

~'?~~~~ 
1~~ ~inchester Road 
Boyce, Virginia 22620-1912 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 352 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 295 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 312 of 393- J/~2"'7' -
............. _ -i!fz:~~C~-tl!i?&J£-CJ~ ......... . 
. _ . .. .... ... ........... 

7 
.. -~£.;£,<?.__ . ;&:c: . 3 d~~~"'~L ........ . 

------~--~--~--~--- ------ -~---"·-------~----- ---~- ---~- -~---~~--~-------------~-- ---- ---- ----· --~---- --------~---- ------- ------ ---- -------- --~------ --~------- ------ ·---------··----

------- ---- ---~-- ___ L~-----/Y~4~-· L.S-----~~---~F-------- ------ ---

-----···· ..... -··········-·-- t.l..:::2~. 4a""'~~/n .. L(~ee ~=~· 
~--- -- -- ~~~--&:~~-- j ~z~;;;_·- ---------- ----- -------- ---- --- ------ -

=~===~~~~~~===-·=·=··:-~ nn nn 

~--- _. ---- ~----J];_~'{3~::5g_c_ '.Q._£'{:15___ ___ _____ __ _____ _ _ __ _ _______________________ _ 

L/' /Jjl 
---·----------L ~ ...,.--U--~- -········-----·-· ·---·-·--·-- ... ·--- ------------- ... ··-·--· --------- •··- --··--·····-- ·-···-· 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 353 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 296 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 313 of 393

~ -· - - · - - - - - - -- . ---·---March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 354 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 297 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 314 of 393

The application for a commercial dog kennel and training facility should be denied at this site for 

several reasons. 

1) Route 723 is a scenic byway. 

-The proposed "covered outdoor exercise area" is quite large. The structure plan and materials 

have NOT been outlined in any of the plans I have seen ...... would this be a tent-like covering or 

a winter pool type dome? What is the color and/or lettering? How tall would this structure be 

on this already elevated site? 

- Fencing surrounding the designated training areas is to be six feet tall ..... I think of woven wire, 

with a second four foot tall fence surrounding enclosure. This would appear quite visually 

peculiar and out of place. 

-The proposed kennel/training site has long visual lines quite visible from both the east and 

west. The construction of a home, with a large kennel, and an even larger unknown style 

covered exercise area and divided and double surrounded tall fencing would visually impair this 

section of Route 723 Scenic Byway. 

That Route 723 as a scenic byway alone is sufficient to deny the developers plan. 

2) Sound nuisance. 

A large number of very active dogs will create significant spiking noise every day 

The potential operating hours (6 or 7 am until9 pm every day) in which this number of dogs 

can be outside creating noise and clients can patronize is unquestionably too long in this 

neighborhood. 

The occasional tractor in fields working, cow, dog, and sheep sounds in our area have long 

existing farm and agricultural basis which have been a part ofthis community. When all of 

us were born or moved into this community ...... these sounds were already here. The Blue 

Ridge Hunt dogs have been a part of Clarke County history for over 125 years. The people 

living near this closed private facility knew of its presence prior to moving into the area. The 

addition of a 40 dog kennel, active dog training, undetermined number of doggy daycare 

dogs, and large events bringing hundreds of dogs, people and cars would have a severe 

negative sound effect in our community every day. A very dangerous precedent. 

The potential for sufficient noise to negatively impact the quality of life for people residing 

in this area is alone sufficient justification to deny this application. 

3) Property Values for close neighbors would be negatively impacted, days a property is on the 

market -lengthened, and the number of potential buyers- decreased when large commercial 

kennels are nearby. 
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Many of us have discussed approaching the county assessment authorities requesting that 

our property taxes be reduced 20-40% to reflect our decreased property values should this 

project be approved. 

Decreased property values and/or increased days a property is on the market is alone 

sufficient justification to deny this application. 

4) Happy Tails, LLC/3 Dog Farm, LC has misrepresented the nature and scope of this project to 

the public and/or Oarke County representatives. They have also claimed special skills and 

training that are misrepresented. Some of these misrepresentations are outlined below: 

Misrepresentation of the nature and scope of the project include: 

1. Petition: { A-Hr. . .c/~~4}=!) 
A petition to support Happy Tails Development, LLC has been circulated extensively on-line and via 

paper petition and has been attached stating: 

"If you are in favor of Happy Tails Development, LLC's development of an animal rehabilitation facility, 

including an indoor kennel/or rescue and companion dogs, on a real working farm near Boyce, VA ... " 

Please note the emphasis and prioritization on "animal rehabilitation facility" and stating that the 

purpose of the indoor kennel is "for" rescue and companion dogs. The concept of a commercial kennel 

and/or commercial training facility is NOT mentioned ........ Misrepresentation! 

2. SUP/Site Plan: 

November 1, 2013 Planning Commission Meeting- Public Hearing 

Supplementary Staff Report #1 (10/31/13)- Department of Planning 

Case Summary, Purpose of Request: 

"To provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for 

dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs." 

Please note the emphasis and prioritization on "rescue and rehabilitation." 

3. Clarke County Planning Department mailing indicating this board of supervisors public 

hearing: (dated 1/7 /14) [A-f<+acA ~ ~J) 
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"Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) requests approval of a Special Use Permit and Site Plan 

to construct a commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter per 3-A-1-a-3 of the zoning ordinance. 

The facility would provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent 

adoptive homes for dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs." 

Please note the prioritization and emphasis of "rescue and rehabilitation services." 

4. 3 Dog Farm color flier dispersed throughout the area 

Happy Tails Development, LLC has applied for a special use permit to develop a rescue kennel on 

approximately 3 acres of a 91 acre farm, the balance which will be dedicated to sustainable farming. 

HTDLLC and 3 Dog Farm, LC are dedicated to the rehabilitation of dogs in need and the rehoming of 

displaced dogs. In order to build this kennel, we must have the approval of the Clarke County Board of 

Supervisors. This will not happen without your support. If you are an animal lover, supporter, advocate 

and/or guardian, please show your support by writing the members of the Clarke County Board of 

Supervisors and attend our Public Hearing on January 21st ........... . 

Please note the terms, "dedicated to the rehabilitation of dogs." No mention of a commercial kennel 

or commercial training facility ........ Misrepresentation! 

Please note the focus of all of these papers is rescue and 

rehabilitation, However ......... . 

11/1/13, Gina Schaecher testified at the Planning Commission Public Hearing when directly 

questioned how many of the dogs within this facility would be rescue dogs replied, "Perhaps one or 

two, maybe three." Of 40 potential dogs, this means that 92.5% to 97.5% of this kennels functions 

would be unrelated to "rehabilitation" or "Rescue" I 

A letter to Jesse Russell, Clarke County Zoning Administrator dated October 3, 2013 from Gina 

Schaecher page 2 states, HAs a point of clarification, we do note that the description of our protect on 

the agenda remains inconsistent with the purpose and nature of our project. ···--·-· Moreover, the 

animal rescue portion of the project is only a minor and/or accessory use." / _) 

( .Affo:<-ct..~~-0 

3 
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The petitions, fliers, facebook, emails, cookies with stickers from The Cookie 

Man in Berryville, events at Boyd's Nest restaurant and Enders Fire Hall, etc, 

have misrepresented the Happy Tails Development, LLC/3 Dog Farm plan has 

misled so many people that share a common concern regarding care and 

consideration of animal welfare. Those in the neighborhood affected have NOT 

been "reached out to" but rather scorned and vilified as "Dog Haters" for 

pointing out the actual facts and trying to preserve and protect our 

neighborhood and Clarke County. 

3 Dog Farm website, 

Summary of features includes, "Pond, 5-acre Lake, swimming pool and therapy pool" ...... implying more 

than just medical (an undescribed entity) and behavioral rehabilitation services. 

3 Dog Farm Facebook page includes a picture of a Pit Bull dog, post-operative in a Dog Cart with the 

description, "We do post-operative rehab too!" 

During the open house type event back in September on the proposed site, Mary Schaecher described 

to me with pride, the plans 3 Dog Farm had for providing physical rehabilitative care for dogs. 

VA Board of Veterinary Medidne Regulations Governing the Practice of Veterinary Medidne 

December 4, 2013 

18V AClS0-20-172 

C. A licensed veterinarian may delegate duties electronically, verbally, or in writing to appropriate 

veterinary personnel provided the veterinarian has physically examined the patient within the 

previous 36 hours. 

D. Massage therapy or physical therapy may be delegated by a veterinarian to persons qualified by 

training and experience by an order from the veterinarian. 

E. The veterinarian remains responsible for the duties being delegated and remains responsible for the 

health and safety of the animal. 

In effect the provision of physical rehabilitative therapy in the manner advertised is practicing veterinary 

medicine without a license. This is also misleading to the public in representation of training and skills. 
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Those authorized to practice animal physical rehabilitative therapy in the Commonwealth of Virginia 

include: 

1. Veterinarian (DVM, preferably trained and certified in rehabilitative therapy) 

2. Licensed Veterinary Technician (LVT, preferably trained and certified in rehabilitative 

therapy and only under veterinary supervision) 

3. Physical Therapist with training and certification in animal physical rehabilitation under 

veterinary supervision. 

4. Physical Therapy Assistant with training and certification in animal physical rehabilitation 

under veterinary supervision. 

The term "Medical Rehabilitation" is a term which is not recognized in the veterinary literature 

(Veterinary Information Network, JAVMA). Goggle and Yahoo searches for "Medical Rehabilitation" 

definition find drug and alcohol addiction/recovery results and PM & R (physical medicine and 

rehabilitation) results--- which is physiatry, again an unknown entity in veterinary literature. 

Happy Tails Development, LLC, Special Use/Site Plan (SUP-13-Q2/SP-13-08) ~ ' 

Narrative of operations for 3 Dog Farm, LC (page 2) { ~vt._ ~ y-- # ?_) 

Page 2. Daycare "For instance, we typically work dogs through the following stations during a day's stay 

at the farm: 1) Indoor/outdoor exercise; 2) agility; 3) basic manners; 4) treats and breaks inside kennel 

runs; 5) scent work; G)rally; 7) fly ball; 8) carting/pulling; and coursing (sight work)." 

"The daycare dogs are organized into size and temperament appropriate groups of 6-8 dogs and then g_ 

group will rotate through the various stations throughout the day. Each group of dogs has a human 

guardian that stays with the assigned group throughout the day. At the end of the day, the dogs are 

cleaned up and shuttled back home." 

Concerns/inconsistencies/further discussions I have: 

Model of 1 handler per 6-8 dogs ..... 

amazing (unprecedented and unorthodox) training technique 

or 

leashed to something (barking increase) 

or 
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crate or "X" pen (barking increase) 

or 

non-employee(s} assisting in the training = more people on site than described 
{misrepresentation}. This raises the concern limiting HS employees" on site at any one time 

...... but NO stated limitations on volunteers, guardians, owners, etc. on site at anv one time. 

Agility-- a, verv high energy activity with significant barking stimuli- need trainers for each dog vs 

leashing or "X- pen" each dog? The number of people on site increased? Volunteers, owners or 

guardians present increasing the traffic/trips/septic needs? Flyball, Rally, Carting/Pulling all have similar 

considerations. 

Scent Work --typically requires large areas and off leash activity ...... would be nearly impossible to do 

within the fenced areas designated by the site plan. 

Coursing (sight work)- requires large areas and off leash activity ...... would be nearly impossible to do 

within the fenced areas designated by the site plan. 

Staffing/Skill/Training Misrepresentation 

5. Former animal control officer and current veterinarv surgical nurse and technician with over 20 

years of experience with animal services. 

According to the 3 Dog Farm website, this individual would be Mary Schaecher stated to be employed at 

Pender Animal Hospital in Fairfax, VA .... Mary Schaecher's stated credentials are nonexistent and/or in 

violation of the VA Board of Veterinary Medicine Regulations. 

The term "Technician" describing Mary Schaecher cited in the 3 Dog Farm "Narrative of Operations" is 

reserved for persons receiving a veterinary technology associate degree from an AVMA accredited 

college, passed the national board examination for veterinary technology, and complete a minimum of 

six hours of continuing education annually. 

The title "Veterinary Surgical Nurse" is NOT a recognized term according to AVMA (American Veterinary 

Medical Association) or WMA (VA Veterinary Medical Association). This term is misleading in that it 

implies credentials of advanced training and skills. Licensed Veterinary Technicians (LVT) can receive 

additional specialty certification (in addition to their associate degree) from The Academy of Veterinary 

Surgical Technicians with substantial advanced training. 

Mary Schaecher is NOT Licensed as a Veterinary Technician (LVT) in Virginia, the United States or Canada 

according to The National Association of Veterinary Technicians, The VA Dept. of Health Professionals, 

and The American Association of Veterinary Surgical Boards. Ms. Schaecher's actual position/title 

6 

lo 
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according to these agencies should be "Veterinary Assistant" ..... as such her qualifications have been 

misrepresented. 

Three SUP conditions I have discussed are each sufficient to deny this application independently. The 

extent and scope of deception_: promoting this project as an "animal rescue and rehabilitation" facility, 

when it will be approximately 95% commercial training and kennel is astonishing. Many dog loving 

people have been misled by the propaganda Happy Tails Development, LLC has distributed. The 

representation of services and skills without appropriate credentialed training and certification is 

misrepresentation and illegal. The American Association of Rehabilitative Veterinarians has filed a 

complaint with the VA Board of Veterinary Medicine and the VA Veterinary Medical Association. My 

obligation for the welfare of dogs is also to file my concerns with the same agencies for investigation. 

No, is the only appropriate answer for this application. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce E. Welch 

Doctor of Veterinary Medicine (DVM) 

Certified Canine Rehabilitative Therapist (CCRT) 

2/17/14 
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PE't IriON 
If you are in favor of Happy Tails Development I LLC's 
development of an animal rehabilitation facili I Jncluding an 
indoor kennel or res~!JL and ~ompgnion dogs I on a real 
working farm nearBoycel VA, indic~e-your support by 
signing this petition in favor of: SPECIAL USE/SITE PLAN 
(SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) for Tax Map 20-2-9, 91.35 acres; 
intersection of Rt. 723 & Bellevue Lane I Clarke County I VA. 
THANK YOU! 

Name Address 
Print Name 
Signature below printed name 

Date 

1 '3, \\ 1\v---Jors :J v\ 2r Y0 ? (;-' "'1sbq ) ~ - ·~q -, s 
~Q r ry v, \' €. L 2C ·1 I 

~.e(\0,Wr- PI sne\ 

lf-Q,M~Lt-:JJJQJJ 

31;;Uf JIYl~ ~ {(_j ' . 
Ld I v\~ (/a , 27-&.62_ . l!jz.t/13 

~ LEWtS. FFIR.tn £c:J · 
J...ee::=.burg, /ltaa/dt 1oj89/8 
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Clarke County 

/~ I 

October 18, 2013 

This notice is to inform you of the following: 

Gina Scbaecber (Happy Tails Development, LLC) requestl approval of a Special Use 
Permit (SUP) and Site Plan to construct a commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter 
per §3-A-1-a-J(u) of the Zoning Ordinance. The facility would provide rescue and 
rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive bomes for dop,_~J!~ 
would include boarding and trainmg for dogs. The property is identified as Tax Map #20-
2-9, located in the 300 block of BeDevue Lane in the White Post Election District and is 
zoned Agricultural Open-Space Conservation (AOC). 

Agent Gina Schaecher, Agent 
15268 Sbannondale Road 
Purcellville, VA 20132 
571-215-4902 (Phone) 

Pertinent information in connection with the above matter is on file in the Clarke County 
Planning Department, Second Floor, 101 Chalmers Court, Suite B, Berryville, Virginia. 

The Clarke County Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for this request on, 
November 1, 2013 at 9:00a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the 
Main Meeting Room, 2nd floor, Berryville/Clarke County Government Center~ 101 Chalmers 
Court, Berryville, Virginia. You are welcome to attend. If you have any questions, the 
Commission requests that you contact the PJanning Department at 955-5132 prior to the 
date of the meeting. 

You may wish to call the Planning Department to confirm that this request will in fact be 
considered at the aforementioned meeting. 

Jesse Russell <~Q b'?i i 
Zoning Administrator 

Towu/County Govem.ment Center 
101 Chalmers Court 
Berryville, VA 22611 

www.clarkecounty.gov 
540--955-5132 
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Clarke County 

January 7, 2014 

This notice is to inform you of the following: 

The Clarke County Board of Supervisors will hold a public hearing on the following request 
on January 21, 2014 at 6:30p.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the 
Main Meeting Room, 2ud floor, Berryville/Clarke County Government Center, 101 Chalmers 
Court, Berryville. Virginia. You are welcome to attend. 

Gina Sehaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) requests approval of a Special Use Permit 
(SUP) and Site Plan to construct a £_Om..m~rcial ti~l k~J!!.I.and ~ sheJ r r §3-A-
1-a-J(u) of the Zoning Ordinance. The facility would provide ~aad n ~ilitation 
services for the purpose of finding perman~nt adoptive homes for dogs, and w.euld include 
boarding and training for ~· The property is identified u Tax Map #20-2-9, located in 
the 300 blotk of Bellevue Lane in the White Post Electiob District and is zoned Agricultural 
Open-Space Conservation (AOC). ' 

Agent: Gina Schaecher, Agent 
15268 Shannondale Road 
PurceUvtlle, VA 20132 
571·215-4902 (Phone) 

If YO!J have any questions, the Board requests that you contact the Planning Department at 
955-5132 prior to the date of the meeting. Pertinent information in connection with the this 
matter is on file in the Clarke County Planning Department, Second Floor, 101 Chalmers 
Court. Suite B, Berryville, Virginia. 

Jesse Russell 
Zoning Administrator 

Town/County Government Center 
101 Cbalmen Court 
Berryvill~ VA 22611 

www.clarkecounty.gov 10 
540-955-5132 
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WE NEED YOUR SUPPORT & ACTION TODAY! 

Please write the Clarke County Board of Supervisors and/ or attend our Public 

Hearing on January 21, 2014 at 6 :30pm at 101 Chalmers Court, 

Berryville, VA 22611 

Happy Tails Development, LLC ("HTDLLC") has applied f or a special use permit to 
' 

develop a rescue kennel on approximately 3 acres of a 91 acre farm, the balance of 
. ' 

which will be dedicated to sustainable farming. HTDLLC and 3 Dog Farm, LC are 

dedicated to the rehabilitat ion of dogs in need and the rehoming of displaced dogs. 

In order to build the rescue kennel , we must have the approval of the Clarke Coun:ty 

Board of Supervisors. THIS V!IILL NOT HAPPEN WIHOUT YOUR SUPPORT. If you 

are an animal lover. supporter# advocate and/or guardian, please show your 

support for our project by writing the members of the Clarke County Board of 

Supervisors and attending our Public Hearing on January 21st. To learn more 

~bout our mission and our rescue proj~!, please like us and follow us on Facebook, 

www.facebook.com/3dogfarm. Thank you for all that you do for the animals! 

PLEASE EMAIL THE CLARKE COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS! 

Clarke County Board of SUpervisors care of: 

Lora Walburn, Deputy Clerk, Board of Supervisors: 

Brandon Stidham. Director, Clarke County Planning 
Commission, r~::~(.':;-.t'_~.,_o. 'f?·-:;_.~C~§:~: :~L.:;:-1 ~-q_·· \' 
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Happy Tails Development, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
571.215.4902 

October 3, 2013 

VL4 ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 
jruss~IU'kecortnty.gov 
& HANIJDEUVERY 

Jesse Russell 
Clarke County Zoning Administrator 
101 Chalmers Court 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Application for Special Use Permit; Revised Site Plan 

Dear Mr. Russell: 

RECEIVED 
OCT 0 3 Z013 

CLARKE COUNTY PLANNING 

In accordance with our discussion with you and Robert Mitchell on October 1, 2013, 
Happy Tails Developmet14 LLC submits the following revised site plan. The revised plan is 
submitted to address the issues raised by Mr. Mitchell's opinion letter and your September 27, 
2013 correspondence. Although we do not agree with the assertions contained in your 
September 27th correspondence or Mr. Mitchell's opinion letter, nor do we concede any such 
purported interpretations of the County ordinan9es and/or the private covenants, we submit the 
revised site plan in order to avoid further delay of our proposed project. 

From our discussions with Mr. Mitchell, we understand that the delivery of the revised 
plan prior to Friday's planning commission meeting will allow our application to remain ready 
for referral to public hearing, as the revisions are minor and in response to the planning 
commission's review. 

Enclosed please fin~ the following: 

I. Revised Site Plan, October 3, 2013; 
2. Jordan Land Design LLC, October 2, 2013 Responses to Reviewer's 

Comments; 
3. BL Survey Arborist, September 25,2013 Tree Removal Letter; 
4. Revised architectural plan for second floor storage area for kennel 

structure. 

The revised plan incorporates the minor modifications noted in our engineer's response to 
the reviewer's comments, and proposes two (2) separate structures, one for the single family 
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• 

Jesse Russell 
Clarke County Zoning Administrator 
October 3, 2013 
Page2 

detached dwelling and the other for the 8ccessory kennel use. The accessory kennel use structure 
will remain as originally proposed for the first level. The plan for the upper level of the 
accessory kennel use structure is modified to provide for storage sp~. The balance of the plan 
remains unchanged. 

As a point of clarification, we do note that the description of our project on the agenda 
remains inconsistent with the purpose and nature of our project. We are requesting a special use 
permit for a kennel as incident to the animal rescue purpose for this portion of our project. As 
we have explained, we plan to provide rescue and reha,bilitation services for canines in an effort 
to rehome displaced canines. As incident to this mission, we seek the ability to board and train 
canines. We do not plan to breed or sell dogs. Moreover, the animal rescue portion of the 

_project is only a minor and/or accessory use.~ The property is zoned AOC and agriculture is a by 
ngbt use. The property is presently being farmed and we plan to continue to farm the property. 

Should you have any questions or require any additional infonnation prior to Fridays 
planning commission meeting. please contact us immediately. 

Gina L. Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 

cc: Brandon Stidham, Planning Commission 
David Jordan, P.E. 
Jim Slusser 
Carl Hales 
Cindy Anderson 
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3 Dog Farm 
Like This I'Qgc • 14 hours ago 

We can help postsu::, :;r:~ 
LJ:e • Comrent · Sham 

11 people Ike this. 

Sponsor ed 

Exclusively Faces Cosm etic-. 
Throw flack Thursday .. . ~10 wook! have th()ught that this 
would be our future Patient care C. .• 

R Tam my Tom linson 111<es AllBZon.corn a An\l?On.com 
lJI<e 

Bien Drops A Bombshell ! 
c.".a. eon'""e.com 

EJen SUrprises Her Fans & Farrify With 
Tilis SHOCKING SECRET She Has Hidden 
For Years! 

, <f 
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Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use I Site Plan (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08 

Narrative of Operations for 3 Dog Farm, LC 

The following narrative is provided in an effort to describe 
our current operations which would supplement and support those 
proposed for the subject Property, Tax Map. #20-2-9, located at 
the intersection of Bellevue Lane and Old Winchester Road 
(hereinafter the ·Property"). This narrative is also provided to 
address questions and/ or concerns that neighbors typically have 
about a kennel or kennel- related services. 

3 Dog Farm, LC C'3 Dog Farm") is the operational entity to 
provide the kennel I kennel-related services at the subject 
Property currently under contract with Happy Tails Development, 
LLC. 3 Dog Farm has been in operation since 2009. We provide 
daycare, boarding, training, behavioral and medical rehabilitation 
services for dogs that have been adopted and dogs affiliated with 
a recognized rescue organization. Historically, we have worked 
with the Appalachian Great Pyrenees Rescue and Lost Dog Rescue 
to rehabilitate and re-home displaced dogs as well as dog 
guardians that are seeking a working environment for the care 
and training of their dog. 

We work with guardians and dogs by appointment only. We 
are not open to the general public. A guardian or rescue 
organization must contact us by phone or by email to schedule a 
telephone conference to discuss the situation with the dog. If 
we think that we can be of service, we schedule an appointment to 
either pick up the dog or to have the guardian meet us with the 
dog for an evaluation. All dogs are evaluated to consider 
temperament, physical abilities, socialization, manners and \~ 
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specific issues or concerns. After evaluating the dog, if we 
determine that we can effectively help and/ or provide 
rehabilitation services, we prepare an individualized plan for each 
dog. The overall goal is to achieve a balanced dog with self 
control that is better prepared to live in that dog's home 
environment. For instance, if a dog lives in an urban setting with 
the dog's guardian, we would endeavor to train the dog to be 
comfortable in situations with many unfamiliar people and dogs. 
If the dog is working on a farm, we would prepare a plan to assist 
the farmer in training the dog to guard or herd livestock, 
depending upon the breed of the dog, and to ignore non-predatory 
animals. 

We have found that by working a dog both physically and 
mentally the dog is better able to learn self control and discipline 
and as a result operates and lives more compatibly in our human 
environments. In order to achieve this mission, we provide 
different services to meet the needs of guardians and rescue 
organizations. 

Daycare. By appointment, we pick up dogs and bring them 
to the farm for a day of work and play. During the day the dogs 
are rotated through a series of stations that offer both 
physically and mentally stimulating activities. For instance, we 
typically work dogs through the following stations during a day's 
stay at the farm: 1) indoor I outdoor exercise; 2) agility; 3) basic 
manners; 4) treats & breaks inside kennel runs; 5) scent work; 6) 
rally; 7) fly ball; 8) carting/pulling; and 9) coursing (sight work). 
The daycare dogs are organized into size and temperament 
appropriate groups of 6 to 8 dogs and then a group will rotate 
through the various stations throughout the day. Each group of 
dogs has a human guardian that stays with the assigned group 

'r 

2 
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throughout the day. At the end of the day, the dogs are cleaned 
up and shuttled back home. 

Boarding. We offer overnight boarding for guardians who 
are traveling or rescue organizations that need assistance in re
homing a dog. The boarding dogs are worked through the daycare 
stations during the day and remain on premises to stay overnight. 
Again, the boarding dogs are always with a human unless in an 
inside kennel run resting or eating. An on-site resident manager 
is present overnight and monitors boarding dogs. Boarding 
services are provided by appointment only after an evaluation has 
been conducted and we have agreed to accept the dog into our 
program. 

Special Events. We currently coordinate off-site special 
events, and occasionally host on-site events by invitation only. 
We work in conjunction with local area business to host adoption 
events to provide rescue dogs an opportunity to meet people in an 
effort to find permanent homes. These adoption events are not 
on-site and do not impact the operation at the farm. We have in 
the past and would like to continue to host charitable and 
educational events were registered and/or invited guests attend 
an on-site event. In the past we have hosted classes for small 
animal message, specialty training, and animal education. We have 
also hosted fund raising events to charitable organizations and 
local animal shelters. Typically, such events would be one or two 
per year and would last from 11:00 am to 4:00 or 5:00 pm. The 
purpose would to invite guardians and their dogs to the farm for a 
planned activity in exchange for a fee which is donated to the 
charitable organization. 

Training. Some guardians and rescue organizations seek 
our assistance to work on a specific issue with a particular dog. 1 1 

3 
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In these cases we bring the dogs to us for day sessions or longer 
boarding sessions. We also travel to provide in home training 
sessions with guardians or work at a rescue kennel to assist in 
training rescue dogs. Again, training services are provided by 
appointment only and subject to a dog's acceptance into our 
program after evaluation. 

Breeding & sale of dogs. We do not breed or sell dogs. 
All dogs on Property, with the exception of puppies, must be 
spayed or neutered. Occasionally, we have agreed to foster a 
pregnant rescue dog, whelp the puppies and find homes for the 
puppies and adult female dog. In such instances, the puppies are 
spayed or neutered prior to adoption or adoptive guardians must 
contract to have the puppy spayed or neutered within six (6) 
months of adoption, and the adult female is spayed prior to 
adoption. 

Hours of operation. At least one person will remain on 
premises at all times when dogs are present. Hours of operation 
will be consistent with the County Ordinances. 

Number of persons staffing the operation. The operation 
will be staffed by a resident manager, five trainers I care 
providers, and Michael Williams, Bob Schaecher, and Gina 
Schaecher. The keMel facility will be staffed in shifts and 
scheduled based upon the number of dogs present at the facility. 
The keMel staff will provide cleaning and grounds maintenance 
services. The person proposed as the resident manager is a 
family member who is the guardian to one (1) 3-legged rescue dog 
and two cats. 

4 
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We will operate with a staff of trained professionals with 
decades of experience in their respective fields. Our proposed 
staff consists of the following: 

1. .Professional dog trainer with over 25 years of 
experience who has worked for, and managed a dog training, 
boarding and daycare facility; 

2. Retired law enforcement canine handler who 
shows and trains Belgian Malinois for competition, and is 
completin» training to become a certified canine good citizenship 
examiner Qnd has her own petsitting and boarding operation; 

3. Former animal shelter employee, £_ertified small 
animal massage provider, and staff member for a canine day care 
and boarding facility; 

4. _Certified canine trainer and training canine 
behaviorist, and former facilities manager; 

5. Former animal control officer and, current 
. veterinary surgical nurse and t:chnicipn with over 20 years of , 

. 'th . I . If "" 1/C ~)>tr..._,..y experience WI anima services; l_ /,'L~ s~el- Nc .~. (:/! t...fu."' / ct .I...{JJ~ 

6. Construction and facilities manager with over 20 
years of facilities management, and decades of residential, 
commercial and light industrial construction experience; 

7. My husband and I have operated 3 Dog Farm, LC 
on our existing 23 acre farm since 2009. We have successfully 
hosted charitable fund raising events at our farm with hundreds 
of people and dogs without incident. We personally have fostered 

5 

,0! 
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and rehomed hundreds of dogs over the past eleven years in our 
service as rescue foster guardians. 

My husband, Michael Williams is a construction 
consultant who specializes in building envelope issues. He has 
owned and operated commercial and light industrial construction 
enterprises, managed residential, commercial and industrial 
construction projects, and worked as a real estate appraiser. He 
is a trained framing carpenter and woodworking enthusiast. 
Michael Williams and Bob Schaecher will personally manage the 
construction of the house and kennel structure at the subject 
Property. 

I have served as foster guardian and rehabilitation trainer 
for the past eleven years. I serve as a board member and general 
counsel for the Appalachian Great Pyrenees Rescue. As such I 
routinely address, counsel and resolve issues concerning canine 
facilities management, staffing, canine handling and training, 
veterinary care, budgets, and euthanasia decisions. I am an 
attorney in the construction law practice section at my law firm. 
I provide pro bono legal services to guardians facing dangerous 
dog prosecutions, the investigation and prosecution of animal 
neglect and abuse cases, as well as the protection of the legal 
rights of family farmers. 

Noise prevention plan. The kennel structure will be 
constructed of poured a• concrete walls, insulation, block glass, 
commercial doors, and acoustical tiles to absorb sound. The 
facility is designed to specifically address sound. Concrete walls 
have a STC of 53, meaning that a dog barking at 80 decibels 
(equivalent to a garbage disposal) will be reduced to 27 decibels 
(equivalent to a whisper). The structure is fully climate 
controlled and ventilation is achieved through the HVAC system 

6 
March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 374 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 317 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 334 of 393

using EVR' s. The doors & windows will not be left open while dogs 
are in the facility. 

The exterior of the kennel is a Gambrel style barn and will have 
board & baton siding to conform to the agricultural environment. 
The dogs are not allowed outside without a human and never 
remain in any one outside location for any extended period of 
time. Moving the dogs through work/play stations with a human 
care provider eliminates and prevents stress barking both inside 
and outside the kennel structure. Exercise and socialization can 
contribute to a sense of well-being and make dogs less likely to 
vocalize due to stress. There are no outside dog runs. 

The subject Property has an exiting tree buffer at the 
Property boundaries which will remain in place. Additional trees 
are proposed at the parking area to provide additional screening. 
The proposed facility is not visible from the road and will be 
surrounded by farming operations. 

Rood trips & travel. The farm and kennel services are not 
open to the general public. Services are offered and provided by 
appointment and invitation only. We currently coordinate with 
local businesses to identify pick up and drop off points and then 
shuttle the dogs to and from our farm to reduce travel and road 
trips. If a guardian, rescue representative, and/or potential 
adoptive guardian needs or wants to meet with us on site, such 
meetings are conducted by invitation only. Most individualized 
meetings with guardians, adoptive guardians, and rescue 
representatives are scheduled for our Loudoun County location. 

Kennel waste & waste removal. All canine solid waste will 
be collected, containerized and taken to the landfill. All liquid 

7 
March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 375 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 318 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 335 of 393

. ,, 

waste and waste water will be held in a separate tank, pumped and 
hauled off site for disposal. 

No retail sales. As we are not open to the general 
public, we do not conduct retail sales. We do offer items for 
purchase for clients# for instance a guardian can purchase a bag 
of treats for the guardian's dog's consumption while the dog is 
staying at the farm or to take home at the end of a stay. We 
also provide meals for dogs staying on site as related services. 

Prepared and submitted by: 

Gina Schaecher 
For 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
3 Dog Farm, LC 
October 15, 2013 
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Bruce Welch 

Doctor of Veterinary Medicine 

Certified Canine Rehabilitative Theraptst 

1430 Old Winchester Road, Boyce, VA 

I have great respect and admiration for all animals. My life experience and dedication has, is and will 

continue to nurture animal care, well ness and quality of life. I believe we all have a moral and ethical 

responsibility for the care of domestic animals and preservation of wildlife and the habitat we all share. 

Gina Schaecher's proposal in vision, dedication and ambition are progressive and admirable. This 

type of vision is inspirational to me. I live with and absolutely love a dog we rescued, repaired and 

rehabilitated -Sunshine. For over forty years I have cared for, rehabilitated, fostered, adopted and 

nurtured hundreds of animals of substantial diversity. 

However, based on information outlined below, I feel that an entity proposed by Happy Trails/3Dog 

Farm is incompatible with this location and zoning at this site. An establishment such as this would have 

substantial negative impact on our property values, quality of life our families currently enjoy and set 

a dangerous negative precedence within Clarke County regarding commercial use within agricultural 

zoning. The proposed use in the site-plans and written description far exceeds the Intensity of training 

(competitive agility, small dog, large dog, covered, sheep/goat and chicken areas), and hybrid uses 

including boarding/daycare/guardian training/behavioral rehabilitation/special events and classes are 

like no other private or commercial enterprise in this region. As such, I feel this commercial type entity 

is far better suited in an industrial or selected business zoning .... NOT in our rural family agricultural 

neighborhood. 

Appalachian Great Pyrenees Rescue website statements: (Gina Schaecher- secretary) 

"Probably THE most powerful breed in existence" 

Temperament -"Great Pyrenees are guard dogs by instinct" 

"The next (2nd) line of defense is barking. When not directed and controlled at a young age (6-

9 months), barking can become a habit born of boredom and is a leading reason for Pyrs being 

given away as adults. If, despite scent marking and barking, an intruder enters a Pyr's territory, 

the next line of defense is to chase it away." 

Other Great Pyrenees characteristics described on this website include: Strong, independent, 

large (90-140#), Fencing is required (4' minimum), slow to mature-puppies for a long time. 
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"Can you and your neighbors tolerate barking? All Pyrs bark- some more than others. Almost 

all Pyrs bark at night." 

"Can you live with a dog who is protective?" 

"Because this a large and powerful dog, an aggressive or unpredictable Pyr can be dangerous to 

both people and other animals.n 

Other information about the Great Pyrenees Mountain Dog: 

90- 140 lbs. mature size, up to 39 Inches in height, lifespan 10-11 years. 

Likes to patrol its perimeter and may wander away in an unenclosed space. 

"Protects its flock by barking and being nocturnal, tends to bark at night unless trained against 

such behavior." 

Behavioral Problems are the leading cause of relinquishment of dogs and account for 35- 46% of 

all canine surrenders- one study suggests 47% of Great Pyrenees surrenders are related to primary 

behavioral problems. These behavioral problems include: 

1) Aggressive Behavior- 11 Among dogs surrendered for aggressive behaviors (growling, 

snarling, baring teeth, and biting), 69% had bitten at least 1 person." In another study, 
110f dogs presented to veterinarians for undesirable behavioral, 40% were presented for 

aggression and 54% to 67 % of these cases involved aggression to humans." 

2) Barking 

Decibels within a building are relatively easy to control with appropriate construction 

materials and design. The real issue here is the presence of a large number of dogs 

outside creating a cumulative significant noise nuisance. The bark of a dog has a unique 

acoustic amplitude in which the acute crescendo- decrescendo (ie. Sound spike) which has 

documented psychological impacts and potentially physical compromise on humans and 

animals depending upon decibel levels and duration of exposure. While a single dog bark 

can vary significantly, a typical large dog at 10 meters is 90-100 decibels. The cumulative 

effect of 20 large barking dogs has been documented to exceed 130 decibels. Please note 

that a jackhammer at 10 meters transmits about 110 decibels. OSHA recommends hearing 

protection be worn at noise levels above 90 decibels. At the proposed kennel site at the 

highest altitude on the property with a 360 degrees open scope for sound transmission, 

significant sound nuisance issues with this number of dogs outside is unavoidable. 
' ' 
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Calculations of 120 decibels (measured initially at 10 yards) at:300, GOO and 900 yard 

distances using the Tontechnik-Rechner-Sengpiellaudio decibel calculator are as follows: 

dB at lOyards 300 yards 600yards 900yards 

lOOdB 50.46 dB 44.44 dB 40.92 dB 

llOdb 60.46 dB 54.44 db 50.92 dB 

120dB 70.46 dB 64.44dB 60.92 dB 

For reference purposes consider the following: 

At 45 decibels, distraction when learning or during concentration 

At 50 decibels, room with window air conditioner, an office 

At 60- 70 decibels, normal piano practice, noisy office, vacuum cleaner at 3 meters 

At 65 decibels, a moderate to high risk of heart circulation disease at constant 

impact can occur 

3) Other problem behaviors included: bites, killed another animal, chases animals, chases 

people, not friendly, destructiveness indoors, destructiveness. outdoors, escaping (5.5%), 

disobedience. 

Resources. 

Journal of Applied Animal Welfare Science, 3(2), 93-106 

Journal of American Veterinary Medical Association, vol. 220, No. 3, 306-311. 

WHO- World Health Organization- Data and Statistics 

OSHA- Occupational Safety and Health Act- USA 

The decibel calculator- Tontechnik-Rechner-Sengpiellaudio decibel calculator 

Cesar's Way.com/dog. Reasons dogs end up in shelters and rescues 

Uvescience.com. 

VIN (Veterinary Information Network) 
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Other potential concerns and issues I feel warrant consideration Include: 

Local B & B economic impact potential 

The presence of Boyce Elementary School within 1 mile of the proposed facility 

Impact on property values within sight and sound- Does the presence of this kennel require a 

disclosure for someone trying to sell their property? 

Aggression to people- potential significant human/child injury, potential liability 

Aggression to animals- potential livestock and/or pet injury, potential liability 

I have great question as to what impact another rescue facility in this area would have on the existing 

local Animal Shelters and Humane Societies adoption rates and possible reduction in private funding, 

donations and volunterism- despite its (private' claims. Happy Trails/3- Dog Farm currently acquires 

the greatest number of the dogs in their program from outside Clarke County. A facility such as this 

would actually increase the total number of dogs needing homes in this area. Depending upon where 

dogs are placed/rehomed, this may result in reduced adoption rates from existing area publically funded 

shelters. 

What is THE proposed and actual use of this property going to be? Great Pyrenees Rescue and/or 

boarding? General Boarding, Kenneling, General Doggie Daycare, General Dog training, Advanced Agility 

training for competition? Commercial or comoletely non-profit? The proposal appears to be a complex 

hybrid of the above. While the proposal specifies a 11private" and 11by invitation only" type business, 

the activities proposed on the property ARE quite commercial in nature. Events which are currently 

advertised on the 113 Dog Farm" website and the description of events such as the 11Canine Carnival" or 

other I( events" having attendance of 100 or more dogs and over 140 people is very alarming regarding 

the noise, traffic, ecological and safety to everyone in this rural residential neighborhood. 

Virginia Outdoors Foundation position statement. 

'7he Virginia Outdoors Foundation was established in 1966 to promote the preservation of open-spaced 

lands to encourage private gifts of money, securities, land or other property to preserve the natural, 

scenic, historic, scientific, open-space and recreation areas of the commonwealth." Uses outlined 

include, 11Compatible purposes such as farming, forestry and recreation." 

Please note that NO founding objectives are consistent with kennels, boarding, and/or dog rescue nor 

are in any way described as a compatible purpose. 

' <' 
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Code of Virginia code 3.2-6500 definitions: 

"Boarding Establishment" A place or establishment other than a pound or animal shelter where 

companion animals not owned by the proprietor are sheltered, fed, and watered in exchange for a fee." 

"Farming Activity" means, consistent with standard animal husbandry practices, the raising, 

management and use of agricultural animals to provide food, fibre, or transportation and the breeding, 

exhibition, lawful recreation use, marketing, transportation, and slaughter of agriculture animals 

pursuant to such purposes." 

"Kennel" means any establishment in which 5 or more canines, felines, or:hybrlds of either are kept for 

the purpose of breeding, hunting, training, renting, buying, boarding, selli~g or showing" 

"Livestock" definition does not include canines in any form. 

"3 Dog Farm" in Loudoun County is not actually a 'farm' by Virginia code definition if only dogs are on 

the property. 

3 Dog farm website in Loudoun County promotes non-agriculture (ie. Commercial in nature) activities 

promoted including: 

Events - birthday parties, 4-H clubs, animal education events, play dates, seminars, and 

workshops 

Doggie Day Camp- drop-off for the day, piCk-up and delivery ''available" 

Boarding 

Classes- Dog training, classes, 4-H education seminars and events 

Canine Carnival- stated to have had nearly 100 dogs In attendance on the website. 
r 

"We are the perfect place to bring people together for education and entertainment." 

For the many reasons above, I see that the Happy Trails business operation would be beneficial in a 

commercial or very rural location. I see that our agricultural community is not a viable location for any 

of us. If however, our planning commission and Board of Supervisors were to approve the applicant's 

request, I submit that these restrictions be added at minimum, including those already in consideration 

of the Planning Commission: 
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1) Full and substantial screen (360 degrees of the proposed facility) for sound restrictions. (Berm 

would be best I think) 

2) Sign size not to exceed six sq. ft. (temporary banners could be used for special events) 

3) Restrict the number of dogs outside at any one time to five (S) with direct employee supervision 

at all times. This number is consistent with the code of Virginia defining "kennel". 

4) Restrict the hours the dogs can be outside to accordingly fit in this rural neighborhood to: M-F 9 

am to 5 pm, Saturday 9 am to 12 noon. 

5) Decrease the facility maximum allowed capacity to 20 dogs at any one time. 

6) Allow three (3) non-employee visitors daily during business hours to the facility. 

7) Limit the number of "events" to one annually with a maximum of40 dogs and 60 people while 

providing appropriate sanitation facilities for all (human and canine) and erect and maintain a 

permanent property fence of appropriate material to reduce the likelihood of canine escape. 

8) Allow periodic unannounced inspections by appropriate Clarke County personnel to assure 

ordinance compliance. 

9) All fences directly associated with the canine facility shall be at a minimum six feet in height and 

board on board or chain link in material, well maintained and all gates closed and secured unless 

in direct use for ingress/egress by employees. 

10) At no time shall any dog be allowed outside of the fenced or enclosed facility unless being 

admitted or discharged, and at all times these said animals shall be properly restrained at a 

minimum of a six (6) foot leash. Exception for those owned and being supervised (up to three 

dogs) by the residents personal canines. 

In the proposed business plan outline described, up to eight dogs could be outside and undergoing 

"training" by a single handler, with up to five handlers simultaneously training. The likelihood of 

significant and effective progress and successful training with the varied skill levels of the dogs proposed 

to be within this facility is impractical. This is my basis for reducing the maximum number of allowed 

dogs on said property while keeping the number of employees/staff the same. 

Road- private, traffic, safety, not built for meeting/passing cars, weight of heavy trucks- the sanitation 

pump trucks are typically much larger and heavier than standard farming trailers/tractors and truck , 

safety for others walking/driving on this road- traffic and possible kennel escape. 

Chicken area, sheep area ....... While training of dogs can certainly include working and /or protection of 

goats, sheep and chickens, I have great cause and concern for the welfare of these agricultural animals 

for this purpose. The rescue dogs significant potential for aggressive behaviors coupled with a high 

probability of dog inexperience (in exposure and training) being in close or direct contact with sheep, 

goats and/or chickens warrants legitimate animal welfare concerns for these agricultural animals. 

L 
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Allowing a kennel/boarding/rescue facility would set a dangerous precedent for agricultural AOC 
property in Clarke County and possibly for other properties also enrolled In conservation easements 

via The Virginia Outdoor Foundation. No new kennel or boarding facility has been constructed within 

Clarke County on existing VOF easement. 
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Scenic byway: 

Old Winchester Road is beautiful a scenic byway. The picture of the kennel that Mr Williams just presented is also beautiful, 
however ... but it is unfinished. The site plan shows the full picture: 2 fences, one 4 and the other 6 feet to help with safety. It also 
has a "covered play area" approximately 2x the size of the building. This large facility atop the hill would be seen for about I mile 
along our byway. Although on 91 acres, it is close to 2 roads and a number of neighbors, all opposed to this location for this 
project. 

Please deny the special use permit for this business at this location. 

*My name is Teresa Miller of 1430 Old Winchester Road. I love dogs. We have an awesome mutt, that rescued us. I think most 
of us are dog lovers. 
But, who likes to hear our dog's bark? How about our neighbor's 43 dogs bark? According toMs Schaecher proposal, she wants 
the ri.ghl to train, including a noisy game called fly ball, AND she wants the ri.ghl to have up to 43 dogs outdoors for up to 15 hours 
per day, based upon her discretion. If this outdoor/indoor training/kennel/rescue were approved, much of Boyce would hear them. 
We immediate neighbors would hear them loudest. 

Sound facts: 

According to OSHA: While a single dog bark can vary significantly, a typical large dog at I 0 meters is 90-100 decibels. The 
cumulative effect of20 large barking dogs has been documented to exceed 130 decibels. OSHA did not report on 40 +dogs. 
OSHA recommends hearing protection be worn at noise levels above 90 decibels.) 

For reference purposes, the World Health Organization and OSHA state that the following can occur 

At 65 decibels- a moderate to high risk of heart circulation disease 
At 45 decibels - distraction when learning or during concentration 

Distances from proposed dog property to Clarke County neighbor properties and decibel levels per these distances. 
(Decibels are objective yet on-attenuated using the Tontechnik-Rechner-Sengiellaudio decibel calculator, given 120 decibels 
at 10 yards.) 

(Note that 10 family farms are adjacent to the property. The Sell and Peck families are about 200 yards from the kenneL More 
· '] I d h l h h chool children from our house.) than 50 families are withm about m1 e to inc u e Boyce Elementary Sc oo. I can ear t e s 

Distance Decibels 

Elizabeth Sell Adjacent 70.46-120dB 

Gregory and Kathi Colen Peck " " 

Robert Sell " " 

Rich and Diane Senyitko " " 

George M Hoff " " 

Robert and Carol Yanniello " " 

Phillip Jones " " 

Terry and Danielle Donohoe " " 

Rod DeArment " " 

Eric and Sara Lieser " " 

Bruce and Teresa Welch < 300 yards 70.46dB 

Christopher Birch " " 

James and Dot Royston " " 
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Eric and Sara Lieser " " 

Bruce and Teresa Welch < 300 yards 70.46dB 

Christopher Birch " " 

James and Dot Royston " " 

Ginger Seal " " 

Robert Graves " " 

Ronal Light " " 

Alan Young " " 

Ryan and Royston < 600 yards 64.44dB 

Jimmy and Elizabeth Hill " " 

Scott Baker " " 

Charles and Brenda Plunket " " 

Robina Bouffault " " 

Brenda Hoff " " 

Gladys Harris " " 

Susan Molden " " 

Wayne Ferrell " " 

Mattie Fries " " 

Christopher Gillis " " 

Erma Russell " " 

Dorothy Eisenberg " " 

Scott Baker " " 

Jerry and Patricia Henke < 900 yards 60.92dB 

Elizabeth Lewis " " 

Katheryn Hicks " " 

Linda and David Ames 

Darryl Banks 

Alain Borel (Villa de Champagnette) 

Michael and Nancy Feldman 

Henry "Bunny" Benham 

Noel Hicks 

Jerome Russell 

James and Susan Merriman 

Leonard Woelfel 

Mary Ellen Nicholas 

Mark Butler 
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Ginger Seal " " 

Robert Graves " " 

Ronal Light " " 

Alan Young " " 

Ryan and Royston < 600 yards 64.44dB 

Jimmy and Elizabeth Hill " " 

Scott Baker " " 

Charles and Brenda Plunket " " 

Robina Bouffault " " 

Brenda Hoff " " 

Gladys Harris " " 

Susan Molden " " 

Wayne Ferrell " " 

Mattie Fries " " 

Christopher Gillis " " 

Erma Russell " " 

Dorothy Eisenberg " " 

Scott Baker " " 
Jerry and Patricia Henke < 900 yards 60.92dB 

Elizabeth Lewis " " 

Katheryn Hicks " " 

Linda and David Ames 

Darryl Banks 

Alain Borel (Villa de Champagnette) 

Michael and Nancy Feldman 

Henry "Bunny" Benham 

Noel Hicks 

Jerome Russell 

James and Susan Merriman 

Leonard Woelfel 

Mary Ellen Nicholas 

Mark Butler 

AR "Pete" and Elizabeth Dunning 

Gladys Harris 

Philip and Janet Deteran 

Todd and Stephanie Ellis 

Boyce Elementary School 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 386 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 329 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 346 of 393

My sister and I nm on Bellevue Lane. 

When you look down the lane it appears straight but the ups and downs just block your view of what's 

coming up next 

And there's one curve where we can't see and have to listen to be safe from the few cars that travel the 

gravel lane. 

Ms Schl:her scares me. 

She says that there will be very few more cars: the dogs would carpool and individuals would come by 

invitation only. 

Yet on face boo~ Ms Schaecher advertises to people and says that she wants to partner with the public 

schools to make programs for students to work with her animals. 

What can I do? 

Madalyn Welch 
February 18,2014 
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My name is Eleanor Welch and I live at 1430 Old Winchester Road. 

I love the peaceful sounds of chickens, birds, cows, sheep, squirrels, 
and the occasional distant dog bark. While I'm studying, I do not want to 
hear a multitude of excited dogs barking across the field. 

I love the rustic three mile run to the end of Bellevue Lane and back 
to my house. I am not comfortable with an increase of traffic on this path. 

My French teacher told me that Bellevue means beautiful view. 

My family lives on peaceful agricultural land. Please do not make it 
commercial. I love Boyce the way it is. 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 388 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 331 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 348 of 393
Hello, my name is Kathi Colen Peck. I live at 196 Bellevue Lane in Boyce with my husband, son, 
and 2 dogs. Our property is surrounded on 3 sides by the property in question. 

Thank you for hearing my concerns. It is my sincere hope that you will deny the special use 
permit sought by 3dog farm, as the Planning Commission has already done. 

My husband and I strongly oppose such a permit because it will most certainly disturb our 
quality of life. For this reason alone, granting a permit would be in violation of the County's 
Comp Plan. 

• With up to 40 dogs allowed outside betwfnn and 9pm, 7 days a week, this proposed 
commercial kennel will most certainly impose excessive and unwanted noise-the site is a 
mere 330 yards away from my home. The topography of the property is such that the 
building site is at the high point of the immediate region, which, in essence, will act as a 
beacon of barking dogs throughout the neighborhood. 

I work from home, and on occasion, I have been able to hear a simple conversation of 2 
people talking from up on this ridge because of the swale in between the ridge and my home. 
Imagine the impact of 40 barking dogs. This alone will cause my property values to plummet. 
Should we ever wish to sell our home, tell me who would buy a home next a cacophony of 
barking dogs. 

• Housing up to 40 dogs will demand all manner of support services for such a commercial 
operation. We can expect a regular flow of delivery trucks, staff transportation, dog 
transportation, and most tenuous, pump & haul rigs, which will be required several times a 
week. 

• 

If you have not yet visited our 1-lane road, I urge you to do so to fully understand how 
marginal an activity this is for this site. It is a gravel, 1-lane road with no turnouts. There is 
absolutely no room for error when maneuvering a large vehicle. Should one occur with a 
pump & haul truck, a spill would cause irreparable damage. 

Perhaps most critical is the wellbeing of our son. We, and the Donovan's, live along the most 
heavily traveled part of our road. My son walks the road at least twice daily to meet or depart 
the school bus at rt 723 and this will continue for the next 18 years since the Donovan's 
youngest is an infant. In the winter, the snow cover limits where my son can safely walk, in 
the warmer months the crops limit him. With the dramatic increase of vehicular activity-far 
more than any farming operation-such a commercial operation puts my son's safety at risk. 
And mind you, this kennel is a non-agricultural activity on so-called 'protected' AOC land. 

Should you approve such a commercial kennel operation on this AOC property with 
conditions, please tell me who will enforce them. Who will monitor their activities to make 
sure the applicants comply. Does the County have the resources to enforce them? I suspect 
not, which means it will fall to us-the adjoining landowners. 

We implore the Supervisors to reject this non-agricultural business on AOC zoned land and 
protect our pursuit of a peaceful home environment and overall quality of life. 

Thank you. 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TESTIMONY 

Good evening, 

I am Rod DeArment and I reside at 409 Bellevue 

Lane, an adjoining property. Like 100% of my neighbors, 

I am strongly opposed to the proposed commercial 

kennel. 

In my testimony before the Planning Commission, I 

focused on the safety dangers posed by dumping a large 

volume of commercial traffic on a one-lane gravel farm 

road that has two significant blind spots. It is obvious that 

a commercial kennel with six full time employees will 

dramatically increase traffic on our private lane. 

OC: 5149747-1 
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In view of this threat to the safety of county residents, 

I believe the Board should take into account broader 

safety concerns than just the public road and the entrance 

to Bellevue Lane. If there is a serious accident on 

Bellevue, it will matter little whether it occurred at the 

entrance or elsewhere on the road. The Board has the 

power to make any additional findings it deems 

necessary, and I urge the Board to make a finding on the 

safety risks to users of Bellevue Lane. 

Let me tum now to the undue noise issue, which 

deeply concerns all nearby residents. A few days before 

the Planning Commission vote, the applicant submitted a 

paper by Miller, Beam & Paganelli purporting to analyze 

the noise effects of the kennel operation based on a field 
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test of 6 dogs. The Miller report was submitted so late in 

the Planning Commission process that the staff could not 

obtain any peer review of this report, and, so far as I 

know, still has not done so. 

Therefore, I sought review of the report by a 

distinguished acoustical scientist, Professor James 

Sabatier of the University of Mississippi, who serves as 

the Principal Scientist in the National Center for Physical 

Acoustics. Dr. Sabatier is a long-time member and fellow 

of the Acoustical Society of America. I sent Dr. Sabatier 

a copy of the Miller report, a summary of the kennel 

proposal, and a Google Earth map showing the proposed 

kennel and the nearby residences 

Here is what Dr. Sabatier concluded: 
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"Having studied carefully the Miller paper, I found it 

inexplicably vague in describing its methodology and 

baseline, fundamentally flawed in the basic acoustical 

principles of extrapolating the noise effect of 6 dogs to 24 

dogs or 40 dogs, and incomplete in that it did not include 

the recognized decibel penalties for impulsive sources 

such as dog barking and for nighttime noise. In short, in 

my judgment this study significantly underestimates the 

noise impact on the surrounding community and the true 

likely impact that will result in numerous meritorious 

noise complaints from adjoining neighbors." 

Dr. Sabatier went on to note that the noise levels are 

likely to be in the 71 to 7 6 decibel range without any 
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correction for wind, which might significantly increase 

the noise level. 

Therefore, because of the undue noise, the safety 
f<O~~ \Jf<1p8 ~ 

risks(and environmental hazards, I urge the Board to deny 

the Special Use Permit request. 

Mr. Chairman, I request that Dr. Sabatier' s analysis and 

Curriculum Vitae be included in the hearing record. 
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/mfli!• L Wltiltru 

. National Center for 
_ Pltysical Acousti~s 

The University of Mississippi 

Roderick DeArment 
P.O. Box 99 
Boyce, VA 22620 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use/Site Permit (SUP13-02/SP13-08) 

Dear Mr. DeArment: 
As you requested, I am writing to comment on the November 15, 2013 acoustical analysis 

prepared by Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc., in support of the above-referenced application for a special 
use permit to locate a 40-dog kennel near Boyce, Virginia. In doing this review, I studied the Miller 
paper, a summary of the proposed Happy Tails Development LLCs kennel operation and a Google Earth 
map showing the proposed kennel site and surrounding residences. 

I am a Professor of Physics (Emeritus) at the University of Mississippi and have been involved in 
the study of acoustics my entire career. I have taught courses in acoustics at the University of 
Mississippi and served as a Principal Scientist in the University's National Center for Physical Acoustics. I 
am a member and Fellow of the Acoustical Society of America. (My Curriculum Vitae is attached to this 
letter.) 

Having studied carefully the Miller paper, I found it inexplicably vague in describing its 
methodology and baseline, fundamentally flawed in the basic acoustical principles of extrapolating the 
noise effect of 6 dogs to 24 or 40 dogs, and incomplete in that it did not include the recognized decibel 
penalties for impulsive sources such as dog barking and for nighttime noise. In short, in my judgment 
this study significantly underestimates the noise impact on the surrounding community and the true 
likely impact that will result in numerous meritorious noise complaints from adjoining neighbors. Let me 
review those points in order. 

First, the Miller paper indicates it measured the noise impact from 6 parking dogs, but it does 
not state the breed of the dogs or provide a measurement of the decibel level at the source of the noise. 
A normal range of decibel level for a single dog bark is from 60 to 100 decibels. Since we do not know 
what the source decibel level was, it is hard to know whether the test measured dogs at the high or low 
level of the normal barking noise range. Thus, the analysis may significantly understate the noise effect 
of six louder dogs. 

Second, the analysis indicates the measurements were taken during a time of low wind 
conditions. The direction of the wind relative to the listener or receiving microphone will significantly 
impact the received sound levels. For a modest wind speed of 8-10 mi/hr, a two times or 6 dB increase 
in the sound pressure level for a downwind listener could easily result (Uno lngard, "A Review of the 
Influence of Meteorological Conditions on Sound Propagation," Journal of the Acoustical Sodety of 
America~ 25, p. 405). The lack of a specified wind direction further flaws the Miller analysis. 

Third, the Miller paper incorrectly uses 3 dB per doubling for the number of sources, numbers of 
dogs in this case, and the correct value should be 6 dB per doubling (Fundamentals of Acoustics._ Kinsler, 
Frey, Coppens and Sanders, Fourth Edition, John Wiley and Sons, Inc. Page 130, 

Colis~m Drive. PostC?.!fi~e Box_1_848, University, ~S 386~?-~~~ • (66~~-~~-?889 • Fax (662) 915-7494 

A Great American PuMic University 
www.otemi~~.edu 
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.. 

Equation 5.12.2). So, an expected increase for 6 to 24 barking dogs is 12 dB. If there were 48 barking 
kennel dogs, the increased value should be 18 dB. 

Fourth, a correction to the sound pressure level for tonal frequency, impulsive dark bark of 5 dB 
should be added and an additional 5 dB penalty should be added for the night time effects on residential 
communities {Fundamentals of Acoustics, p. 374, Table 13.10.1) I note that the kennel proposes to 
have dogs outside from 6 or 7 a.m. to 9 p.m. This includes substantial periods of darkness in the winter 
months. 

After making these corrections to the Miller estimate of "45 -50 dBA at most property lines" for 
the number (40) of barking dogs (16 dBA), adding customary penalty for the tonal and impulsive 
characteristics of a dog bark (5 dBA), and the penalty for night time occurrences of the dog barks, (5 
dBA) I expect the likely levels to be in the range of 71-76 dBA (without any wind corrections). At this 
sound level, numerous complaints from highly annoyed neighbors living adjacent to the property line 
can be expected. 

The standard approach to community noise is to determine the impact of the noise on the 
number of complaints that can be expected from those living near the sources. I understand that in 
Chapter 61 of the Clarke County Ordinances, the County Board, like many jurisdictions, has not adopted 
a strict numerical standard* for defining a "public nuisance dog". Rather it is defined in a Sec. 61-15 as 
follows: 

"PUBLIC NUISANCE DOG -Any dog which: 

(6) By loud, frequent or habitual barking or howling causes annoyance 
and disturbs the peace and quiet of any person or neighborhood." 

The customary community noise survey should not just be about the measured sound levels, but about 
the response on the community in terms of complaints that will be received from the citizens. That is 
why the ordinance has the more qualitative phrase about annoyance. The Miller engineering firm does 
not address this in their noise survey or may not be aware of the impact. 

Sincerelvv;_ kU
CJames Sabatier 

*The Miller analysis' use of a 70 dBA limit from the Clarke County general noise ordinance mistakenly 
assumes that this is an exclusive standard. Rather it is included in a non-exclusive list of subjective 
standards as an independent per se prohibited category of sound. It does not in any way limit the 
definition of "public nuisance dog." 
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JAMES M. SABA TIER 
SO~ LLC- Owner 

and 
PRINCIPAL SCIENTIST 

UNIVERSITY OF MISSISSIPPI 

Dr. James Sabatier joined the faculty of the University of Mississippi (UM) in September 
1984. He holds a Ph.D. degree in Physics from the University of Mississippi (1984). During the 
course of his employment at UM, Dr. Sabatier has progressed through all the research professorial 
and the NCPA research scientist ranks to his current positions ofResearch Professor and Principal 
Scientist. He is a member of the Acoustical Society of America (ASA), American Association of 
Physics Teachers (AAPT), Sigma Pi Sigma, the International Society for Optical Engineering 
(SPIE), and the Soil Science Society of America (SSSA). Dr. Sabatier was elected a Fellow of 
the Acoustical Society of America in 1992, Chair of the ASA Physical Acoustics Technical 
Committee for the 1996-1999 terms, and served as Chair of the ASA Committee on Education for 
the 2007-2010 term. He currently serves on several professional meeting organizing committees 
for the ASA, MSS BAMS and SPIE, and also served on the National Academy of Sciences 
Technical Assessment Board for the annual review of the US Army Research Laboratory. He has 
served on National Science Foundation proposal review panels, reviews proposals for the Army 
Research Office, Office of Naval Research and the DoE, DoD and USDA and Army SBIR 
programs. He is a reviewer for the Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, Journal of the 
Soil Science Society of America, Journal of Sound and Vibration, and others. Dr. Sabatier 
stepped down from major responsibilities at the University to develop a new start-up, SOAIR, 
LLC, that focuses on acoustic technologies for the health care industry and other acoustical 
consulting. He currently spends time in both organizations. 

Dr. Sabatier has served as Principal Investigator for several successful research projects 
for the U. S. Department of Defense including the Army Research Office, Office of Naval 
Research, Night Vision and Electronic Sensors Laboratory, National Geospatial Intelligence 
Agency and the U. S. Department of Agriculture, and other sponsors. These research projects 
include development of acoustic and seismic techniques for landmine detection, acoustic 
signatures of humans, spatial and temporal physical properties of soils, development of 
specialized loudspeakers and acoustic and optical Doppler vibrometry for vibration 
measurements. He has served Intergovernmental Personnel Act (IP A) assignments in the field of 
the coupling of outdoor sound into the ground with the U. S. Army Engineer Research and 
Development Center Waterways Experiment Station, in the field of landmine detection with the 
U. S. Army Communications-Electronics Command Night Vision and Electronic Sensors 
Directorate and border security and personnel detection at the U.S. Army Research Laboratory. 

Dr. Sabatier is a past Chair of the ASA's Physical Acoustics Technical Committee and is 
currently an active member of the committee. He has served as Chair of the Mississippi Academy 
of Sciences, Physics and Engineering Division, President of the University of Mississippi's Sigma 
Xi Chapter, President of the Mississippi Section of the American Association ofPhysics Teachers 
and Chair of the Mid-South ASA Chapter. 
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JAMES M. SABA TIER 
PERSONAL INFORMATION 
• Born September 2, 1948 in Jennings, Louisiana 
• Married to the former Linda S. Brown, five children, Charles, Joseph, Celeste, Marguerite and Susan 
• Present Address: 16 CR 3062, Oxford, MS 38655 
• Telephone: 662-915-5404 (w) 
• E-mail: sabatier@olemiss.edu 

EDUCATION 

• Ph.D. (Physics) University ofMississippi, December 1984 
• B.Sc. (Education) University of Southwestern Louisiana, December 1972 

HONORS and AWARDS 

• Sigma Pi Sigma 
• SigmaXi 
• Intergovernmental Personnel Act (IP A) Appointments, US Army ERDEC WES and CECOM 

NVESD 1984 and 200 I 

PROFESSIONAL SOCIETIES 

• Acoustical Society of America 
• American Association of Physics Teachers 
• Mississippi Association of Physicists 
• Soil Science Society of America 
• SPIE, The International Society for Optical Engineering 

ADDITIONAL TRAINING AND EXPERIENCE 

• National Academy of Science, Technical Assessment Board, US Army Research Laboratory, 2006-
present. 

• Chair, ASA Rossing Prize in Acoustics Education Committee, 2007-2010. 
• Special Session Organizer for the ASA 2007, PATC, Hurricane Acoustics 2007, Education 

Committee, Project Listen Up, November, 2008-20 I 0. 
• Organizing the Advanced Concept Workshop on Failure Detection in Earthen Embankments, 

Feb 2009. 
• Co-Chair, ASA Vision 2010, Education Outreach Task Force, 2007- present. 
• ASA Mid-South Chapter, Chair 2007-2009. 
• Miss. Section AAPT, President and Executive Board member, 2007-2009 
• SPIE, Defense, Security, Sensing Symposium, "Detection and Sensing of Mines, Explosive 

Objects and Obscured Target." committee member 2003-present 
• US Army Red Team member, Marine Corp Systems Command, Textron TRS SA Sensor, 2006-2007 
• Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Organization Integrated Product Team member, 2005-

2006. 
• Organized Workshop on Real-Time Detection of Clandestine Shallow Tunnels, Feb. 2005 
• Intergovernmental Personnel Act (IPA) Appointment, U.S. Army Research, Development, 

and Engineering Command, Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering 
Center, Night Vision and Electronic Sensors Directorate, Fort Belvoir, VA 2001-2003. 

2 
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• Organized Agroacoustic Conference, 1995, 1998, 2002. 
• Member ASA Medals and Awards Committee, 1999-2002. 
• Acoustic Demonstrations Special Session Organizer: AAAS, Seattle, 1999; AAPT Philadelphia 2002 
• Chair, ASA Physical Acoustics Technical Committee and ASA Technical Council member, 1996-

1999. 
• IPA Appointment, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS, 

1984-1987. 

TEACHING EXPERIENCE 

• 1972-1979. Science Department Chairperson, Our Lady of Fatima School, Lafayette, Louisiana. 
M~or Accomplishments: 
• Implementation of Science Curriculum Improvement Study (SCIS) program in grades K-6. 
• Implementation oflntermediate Science Curriculum Study (ISCS) program in grades 7-9. 
• Implementation of Interdisciplinary Approach to Chemistry (lAC) program. 

• 1979-1980. Lecturer, Department of Physics & Astronomy, University of Southwest Louisiana, 
Lafayette, Louisiana Courses taught: 
• Physics for Engineers 
• Pre-med Physics 
• Physics for Nursing Majors 
• Physics for Non-Science Majors 
• Undergraduate Labs 

• 1984-present. Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi. 
Courses taught: 
• Acoustics 
• Special Topics in Physics 
• Experimental Physical Science 
• Workshops for High School Math and Science Teachers 

REFEREED PUBLICATIONS 

• James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass, Lee N. Bolen, Keith Attenborough, and V.V.S.S. Sastry, "The 
interaction of airborne sound with the porous ground: The theoretical formulation", J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am., 79 (5), 1345-1352 (1986). 

• Keith Attenborough, James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass, and Lee N. Bolen, "The acoustic transfer 
function at the surface of a layered poroelastic soil", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 79 (5), 1353-1358 (1986). 

• James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass, Lee N. Bolen, and Keith Attenborough, "Acoustically induced 
seismic waves", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 80 (4), 646-649 (1986). 

• James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass, and Glenn R. Elliott, "On the location of frequencies of maximum 
acoustic-to-seismic coupling", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 80 (4), 1200-1202 (1986). 

• James M. Sabatier and Richard Raspet, "Investigation of possibility of damage from the acoustically 
coupled seismic waveform from blast and artillery", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 84 (4), 1478-1482 (1988). 

• James M. Sabatier, Heather Hess, W. Patrick Arnott, Keith Attenborough, and Matthew Romkens, 
"In situ measurements of soil physical properties by acoustical techniques", Soil Sci Am., 54 (3), 68-
72 (1990). 

• W. Patrick Arnott and James M. Sabatier, "Laser-Doppler vibrometer measurements of acoustic to 
seismic coupling", Appl. Acoust., 30 279-291 (1990). 

• Heui-Seol Roh, W. Patrick Arnott, James M. Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Measurement and 
calculation of acoustic propagation constants in arrays of small air-filled rectangular tubes", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 89 2617-2624 (1991). 
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• W. P. Arnott, James M. Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Sound propagation in capillary tube-type 
porous media with small pores in the capillary walls", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 90 (6), 3299-3306 (1991). 

• Mark Sprague, Richard Raspet, Henry Bass, and James Sabatier, "Low frequency acoustic ground 
impedance techniques", Appl. Acoust., 39 307-325 (1993). 

• James M. Sabatier, Richard Raspet, and Carl K. Frederickson, "An improved procedure for the 
determination of ground parameters using level difference measurements", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 94 
(1), 396-399 (1993). 

• David W. Craig and James M. Sabatier, "A pulsed level difference technique for ground 
characterization", Appl. Acoust., 44 (1), 1-6 (1995). 

• Keith Attenborough, James M. Sabatier, and Carl K. Frederickson, "The sound field within a rigid 
porous layer", Appl. Acoust., 45 283-296 (1995). 

• Carl K. Frederickson, James M. Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Acoustic characterization of rigid 
frame air-filled porous media using both reflection and transmission measurements", J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am., 991326-1332 (1996). 

• J. M. Sabatier, D. C. Sokol, C. K. Frederickson, M. J. M. Romkens, E. H. Grissinger, and J. C. 
Shipps, "Probe microphone instrumentation for determining soil physical properties: Testing in 
model porous materials", Soil Technology 8, 259-274 (1996). 

• Richard Raspet and James M. Sabatier, "The surface impedance of grounds with exponential porosity 
profiles", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 99 (1), 147-152 (1996). 

• Miguel Bernard, Doru Velea, and James M. Sabatier, "Permanent removal of the wall porosity in 
monolithic catalyst support ceramics", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 99 2430-2432 (1996). 

• Richard Raspet, James M. Sabatier, and W. Patrick Arnott, "Estimation of temperature gradient 
effects on the normalized surface impedance of soils", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 101 (1), 602-605 (1997). 

• James P. Chambers, James M. Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Grazing incidence propagation over a 
soft rough surface", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (1), 55-59 (1997). 

• C. J. Hickey and J. M. Sabatier, "Measurements of two types of dilatational waves in an air-filled 
unconsolidated sand", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (1), 128-136 (1997). 

• C. J. Hickey and J. M. Sabatier, "Choosing Biot parameters for modeling water-saturated sand", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (1), 1480-1484 (1997). 

• Richard Raspet, Craig J. Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "The effect of evaporation-condensation on 
sound propagation in cylindrical tubes using the low reduced frequency approximation", J. Acoust. 
Soc. Am., 105 (1 ), 65-73 (1999). 

• Doru Velea, F. Douglas Shields, and James M. Sabatier, "Elastic wave velocities in partially saturated 
Ottawa sand: results and modeling", J. Soil Sci. Soc. Am., 64 (4), 1226-1234 (2000). 

• F. Douglas Shields, James M. Sabatier, and Mark Wang, "The effect of moisture on compressional 
and shear wave speeds in unconsolidated granular materials", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 108 (5), 1998-
2004 (2000). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "An Investigation of Acoustic-to-Seismic Coupling to Detect 
Buried Antitank Landmines", IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, Vol. 39, No.6, 
1146-1154 June (2001). 

• C. J. Hickey, J. M. Sabatier, and T. M. McGee, "Developments of Geophysical Methods-Application 
to Shallow Targets," Annali Di Geofisica, 43(6), 1225-1233 (2001). 

• M. L. Oelze, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "Roughness characterization of porous rough soil with 
acoustic backscatter," J Acoust. Soc. Am., 109(5), 1826-1832, (2001). 

• J.P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Recent advances in utilizing acoustics to study surface roughness 
in agricultural surfaces", Appl. Acoust., 63 (7), 795-812 (2002). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear Acoustic Techniques for Land Mine Detection, 
Nonlinear Acoustics at the Beginning of the 21st Century," Moscow State University Press, Moscow, 
2, 1079-1082 (2002). 
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• Michael Oelze, James Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Application of acoustic backscatter technique 
for characterizing the roughness of porous soil", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 111 ( 4), 1565-1577 (2002). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Bayesian probability analysis for acoustic-to-seismic landmine 
detection", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 112 (5), 2390-2391 (2002). 

• A. G. Petculescu and J. M. Sabatier, "Signal-to-noise ratio improvement by sideband intermixing: 
application to Doppler ultrasound vibrometery," Rev. of Sci. Instrum .. , 74 (9) (2003). 

• M. L. Oelze, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "Roughness measurements of soil surfaces by acoustic 
backscatter," J. Soil Sci. Am., 67 (1), 241-249 (2003). 

• N. Xiang and J. M. Sabatier, "An experimental study on anti-personnel landmine detection using 
acoustic-to-seismic coupling," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 113 (3), 1333-1341 (2003). 

• Zhiqu Lu, Craig Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "Effects of Compaction on the Acoustic Velocity in 
Soils", J. Soil Sci. Soc. Am., 68 (1), 7-16 (2004). 

• Doru Velea, Roger Waxler, and James M. Sabatier, "An effective fluid model for landmine detection 
using acoustic to seismic coupling", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 115 (5), 1993-2002 (2004). 

• Andi G. Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "Air-coupled ultrasonic sensing of grass-covered 
vibrating surfaces; qualitative comparisons with laser Doppler vibrometry", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 115 
(5), 1557-154 (2004). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic techniques for landmine detection," J. Acoust. 
Soc. Am., 116 (6), 3354-3369 (2004). 

• V. N. Fokin, M.S. Fokina, J. M. Sabatier, N. Xiang, and W. B Howard, "Effect of variability of soil 
physical properties on clutter and false alarms in landmine detection," Radio Sci., 39, RS4S04 (2004) 

• N. Xiang and J. M. Sabatier, "Laser Doppler vibrometer-based acoustic landmine detection using the 
fast M-sequence transform", IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, 1 (4), 292-294 (2004). 

• V. Valeau, J. M. Sabatier, D. Costley, N. Xiang, "Development of a time-frequency representation for 
acoustic detection of buried objects," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 116 (5), 2984-2995 (2004). 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Vibration and sound signatures of human footsteps," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 120(2), 762-768 (2006). 

• Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, James M. Sabatier, and Zhiqu Lu, "Effect of ground 
variability on acoustic-to-seismic transfer function and false alarms in landmine detection," J. Acoust. 
Soc. Am., 120(2), 621-630 (2006). 

• Amit K. Lal, Cecil F. Hess, James M. Sabatier, Vyacheslav Aranchuk, Richard D. Burgett, Ina 
Aranchuk, "Multi-beam laser Doppler vibrometer for acoustic landmine detection," Optical 
Engineering, 45(10), 104302 October (2006). 

• W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, James M Sabatier, Roger Waxler, "Resonance frequency shift saturation 
in acoustic landmine detection experiments," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 120( 4), 1881-1886 (2006). 

• W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, Roger Waxler, and James M Sabatier, "Studying the mechanical 
behavior of a plastic, shock-resisting, anti-tank landmine," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 120(6), 3655-3663 
(2006). 

• Alexander Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Ultrasonic wave generation due to human footsteps on 
the ground", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol.I21, No 3, p.EL114-ELI19, 2007 

• Alexander Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Human motion analyses using footstep ultrasound and 
Doppler ultrasound", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol.123, No 6, p. EL149- EL154, (2008). Virtual Journal 
of Biological Physics Research- May 15, 2008, Volume 15, Issue 10 < http://www.vjbio.org> 

• Alexander Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Human motion analyses using footstep ultrasound and 
Doppler ultrasound", J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 123, EL149 (2008)" 

• Marshall Zhiqu Lu and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic study of soil moisture and water potential 
effects on field soils", J. Soil Sci. Soc. America, 2008 

• Bradley and James M. Sabatier, "Applications of Fresnel-Kirchhoff diffraction theory in the analysis 
of human-motion Doppler sonar grams", J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 128, EL248 (2010) 
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• Asif Mehmood, James M. Sabatier, Marshall Bradley, and Alexander Ekimov, "Extraction of the 
velocity of walking human's body segments using ultrasonic Doppler", J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 128, 
EL248 (2010)", 

• Alexander Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Rhythm analysis of orthogonal signals from human 
walking", , J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 129, 1306 (2011) 

• Marshall Bradley and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustically-observable properties of adult gait", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am.131, EL210 (2012)", 

• AsifMehmood, James M. Sabatier, and Thyagaraju Damarla, "Ultrasonic Doppler methods to extract 
signatures of a walking human", J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 132, EL243 (20 12) 

PATENT 

• James M. Sabatier and Kenneth E. Gilbert, Patent 6,081,481, "Method for Detecting Buried Objects 
by Measuring Seismic Vibrations Induced by Acoustical Coupling with a Remote Source of Sound," 
(2000). 

• James M. Sabatier, Alexander Ekimov, Carl Frederickson, "Methods for detecting humans", US 
Patent 7894305 B2, Feb 22, 2011 

OTHER PUBLICATIONS 

• James Sabatier, H. E. Bass, Lee N. Bolen, Keith Attenborough, and V. V. S. S. Sastry, "The acoustic 
surface impedance of a layered poroelastic soil", Proc. of the Second International Symposium on 
Long Range Sound Propagation and Seismic/Acoustic Coupling, New Orleans, Louisiana, February 
13-16, 1985. 

• Keith Attenborough, Henry Bass, Lee Bolen, and James Sabatier, "Predictions of acoustic to seismic 
coupling and preliminary comparisons to experiment", Proc. ofthe Second International Symposium 
on Long Range Sound Propagation and Seismic/ Acoustic Coupling, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
February 13-16, 1985. 

• James M. Sabatier, "The acoustic-seismic transfer function and its relation to tunnel detection", Proc. 
ofthe Third Technical Symposium on Tunnel Detection, Golden, Colorado, January 12-15, 1988. 

• James M. Sabatier and Charles Thompson, "Laser Doppler velocity measurements of the surface soil 
particle velocity", Proc. of the Third International Symposium on Long Range Sound Propagation and 
Coupling into the Ground, Jackson, Mississippi, March 28-29, 1988. 

• Keith Attenborough, Henry E. Bass, and James M. Sabatier, "Physics of sound propagation near the 
earth's surface", Physical Acoustics, (1991, Academic Press). 

• James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass, and Lee N. Bolen, "The mother of all speakers, aka, a low 
frequency, high intensity pneumatic loudspeaker", Proc. of the Fifth International Symposium on 
Long Range Sound Propagation, Milton Keynes, England, May 24-26, 1992. 

• James M. Sabatier, "Acoustical characteristics of the mother of all speakers", Proc. of the Sixth 
International Symposium on Long Range Sound Propagation, Ottawa, Canada, June 12-14, 1994. 

• J. K. Radke, M. J. M. Romkens, R. W. Rickman, and J. M. Sabatier, "Soil and crop measurements 
needed in agricultural research: can acoustical techniques provide the answers?" Proc. of the Second 
Symposium on Agroacoustics, Oxford, Mississippi, September 7-8, 1995. 
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• James P. Chambers and James M. Sabatier, "An analysis ofthe propagation of sound over flat rough 
surfaces of finite impedance", Proc. of the Second Symposium on Agroacoustics, Oxford, 
Mississippi, September 7-8, 1995. 

• Richard Raspet, James Sabatier, and Pat Amott, "Temperature effects on the surface impedance of the 
ground", Proc. of the Second Symposium on Agroacoustics, Oxford, Mississippi, September 7-8, 
1995. 

• Craig J. Hickey, James M. Sabatier, and Carl K. Frederickson, "Determination of bulk elastic 
properties of soils using acoustic techniques", Proc. of the Second Symposium on Agroacoustics, 
Oxford, Mississippi, September 7-8, 1995. 

• J. M. Sabatier, C. K. Frederickson, C. J. Hickey, J.P. Chambers, and J. M. Romkens, "Interactions of 
sound within agricultural soils", Proc. of the Sixth Federal Interagency Sedimentation Conference, 
Las Vegas, Nevada, March 10-14, 1996. 

• J. P. Chambers, R. Raspet, J. M. Sabatier, and Y. H. Berthelot, "Incorporating the effects of 
roughness in outdoor sound propagation models", Proc. of Noise-Con 96, Bellevue, Washington, 
September 1996. 

• C. J. Hickey, M. H. Ali, and J. M. Sabatier, "Soil compressibility determination using measurements 
of fast compressional waves with a probe microphone apparatus", Proc. of the Conference on 
Management of Landscapes Disturbed by Channel Incision, Oxford, Mississippi, May 20-22, 1997. 

• J.P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Investigating surface roughness with acoustic methods", Proc. of 
the Conference on Management of Landscapes Disturbed by Channel Incision, Oxford, Mississippi, 
May 20-22, 1997. 

• J.P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Recent advances in utilizing acoustics to study surface roughness 
in agricultural surfaces", Proc. of the Bouyoucos Conference on Agroacoustics, Tishomingo, 
Mississippi, October 1998. 

• Doru Velea, J. Douglas Shields, and James M. Sabatier, "The effect of moisture on the propagation of 
compressional shear waves in Ottawa sand", Proc. of the Bouyoucos Conference on Agroacoustics, 
Tishomingo, Mississippi, October 1998. 

• James M. Sabatier and F. Douglas Shields, "Compressional and shear wave velocities in pressurized, 
dry Ottawa sand", Proc. of the Bouyoucos Conference on Agroacoustics, Tishomingo, Mississippi, 
October 1998. 

• Craig J. Hickey, James M. Sabatier, and Jorg Berkenhagen, "Using acoustic soil profiles to describe 
soils", Proc. ofthe Bouyoucos Conference on Agroacoustics, Tishomingo, Mississippi, October 1998. 

• Jorg Berkenhagen, Craig J. Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic monitoring of the mechanical 
evolution of a soil during a wetting-drying cycle", Proc. of the Bouyoucos Conference on 
Agroacoustics, Tishomingo, Mississippi, October 1998. 

• James M. Sabatier, Yunlong Wang, and Douglas Shields, "The effect of water vapor on sound 
propagation in unconsolidated porous materials", Proc. of the Bouyoucos Conference on 
Agroacoustics, Tishomingo, Mississippi, October 1998. 

• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Laser-Doppler-based acoustic-to-seismic detection of buried 
mines", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 3710, p. 215-222 (1999). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Fast M-sequence transform for laser-Doppler-based mine 
detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 3720, p. 390-396 (1999). 

• Henry E. Bass and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic to Seismic Coupling and Physical Measurement", 
SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 604-609 (2000). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Anti-personnel mine detection using acoustic-to-seismic 
coupling", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 604-609 (2000). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Land mine detection measurements using acoustic-to-seismic 
coupling", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 645-655 (2000). 
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• Thomas Witten, Kelly Sherbondy, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic technology for landmine 
detection- past tests, present requirements, and future concepts", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 781-789 
(2000). 

• Erik M. Rosen, Kelly D. Sherbondy, and James M. Sabatier, "Performance assessment of a blind test 
using the University of Mississippi's acoustic/seismic laser Doppler vibrometer (LDV) mine 
detection apparatus at A. P. Hill", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 656-666 (2000). 

• L. Dwynn Lafleur, James M. Sabatier, and W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts, "Shape discrimination of 
buried objects using as acoustic land mine detection system", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 725-733 
(2000). 

• Craig J. Hickey and James M. Sabatier, "The Biot poro-elastic model of soils", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 
4038, p. 621-632 (2000). 

• James M. Sabatier and Craig J. Hickey, "The acoustic to seismic transfer function at the surface of a 
layered outdoor ground", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 633-644 (2000). 

• Charles A. DiMarzio, Wen Li, Larry J. Berg, and James M. Sabatier, "Toward a laser-based 
noncontact acoustic land mine imager", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 740-747 (2000). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Acoustic-to-seismic coupling and detection oflandmines", Proc. 
IEEE of Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, 2000. 

• Henry E. Bass, Ning Xiang, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-seismic coupling for landmine 
detection measurements", Military Sensing Symposium, Battlefield Acoustic and Seismic Specialty 
Group, Gaithersburg, MD, November, 2001. 

• Doru Velea, Craig Hickey, and James Sabatier, "Acoustic scattering by buried objects in a rigid 
porous material", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4393, p. 595-606 (2001). 

• Marshall Bradley, James M. Sabatier, and Thomas Witten, "Fusion of Acoustic/Seismic and Ground 
Penetrating Radar Sensors for Antitank Mine Detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4394, p. 979-990 (2001). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Laser Doppler vibrometer-based anti-personnel mine detection", 
Proc. IEEE of Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, 200 I. 

• James M. Sabatier, Murray S. Korman, and Ning Xiang, "Linear and non-linear acoustic velocity 
profiles over buried land mines", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 695-700 (2002). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Recursive model-based target recognition for acoustic landmine 
detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 665-672 (2002). 

• Dan Costley, James M. Sabatier, Ning Xiang, "Forward-looking acoustic mine detection system", 
Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4394, p. 617-626 (2002). 

• Thomas R. Witten, Peter R. Lacko, James M. Sabatier, and Marshall R. Bradley, "Fusion of ground 
penetrating radar and acoustics data", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 649-653 (2002). 

• Timothy Writer, James M. Sabatier, Miranda A. Miller, and Kelly D. Sherbondy, "Mine detection 
with a forward-moving portable laser Doppler vibrometer", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 649-653 
(2002). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Applications of acoustic-to-seismic coupling for landmine 
detection", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, CA, April, 
2002. 

• Marshall Bradley and James M. Sabatier, "Fusion of acoustic/seismic and ground penetrating radar 
sensors for antitank mine detection", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine 
Program, Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 

• Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, ''Non-linear acoustic techniques for land mine detection," 
5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 

• Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Linear and non-linear acoustic velocity profiles over 
buried land mines," 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, 
CA, April, 2002. 

8 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 404 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 347 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 364 of 393

I 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Roger Waxler, Doru Velea, and James M. Sabatier, "A fast effective fluid model for the acoustic 
response of a buried landmine", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, 
Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 
Hickey, C.J., Berkenhagen, J.H., and Sabatier, J.M., "Acoustic Monitoring of Temporal Changes in 
Soils During a Wetting-drying Cycle", Proceedings ofthe Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics, 
4th Symposium, University ofMississippi, University, MS, p. 57-70 (2002). 
Lu, Z., Hickey, C. J., and Sabatier, J. M., "Load-deformation and Load-acoustic Velocity Behavior of 
Soils", Proceedings of the Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics, 4th Symposium, University of 
Mississippi, University, MS, p. 135-151 (2002). 
Howard, W.B., Hickey, C.J., Lu, Z., and Sabatier, J.M., "Acoustic to Seismic Couplin~ Signature of 
the Fragipan Horizon", Proceedings of the Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics 4 Symposium, 
University of Mississippi, University, MS, p. 71-81 (2002). 
Sabatier, J. M., Xiang, N., Kelly, S., Bradley, M., Duncan, M., Burgett, R., Melton, X., La!, A., and 
Hess, S., "Mobile Mounted Laser Doppler Vibrometer Array for Acoustic Landmine Detection," 
Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5089, p. 665-672 (2002). 
Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-Seismic Landmine Detection Using a Continuously 
Scanning Laser Doppler Vibrometer," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5089, p. 591-595 (2003). 
Amit K. La!, Hansheng Zhang, Vyacheslav Aranchuk, Ernesto Hurtado, Cecil F. Hess, Richard D . 
Burgett, and James M. Sabatier, "Multiple-beam LDV system for buried landmine detection", Proc. 
SPIE 5089, p. 579-590 (2003). 
Doru Velea, Roger M. Waxler, James M. Sabatier, "Investigations of horizontally truncated scattering 
models for acoustic landmine detection", Proc. SP1E Vol. 5089, p. 596-605, (2003). 
Andi G. Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "Feasibility study of an air-coupled acoustic sensor for 
measuring ground vibrations", Proc. SPIE 5089, p. 487-494 (2003). 
James M. Sabatier and Murray S. Korman, "Nonlinear tuning curve vibration response of a buried 
landmine", Proc. SPIE 5089, p. 476-486 (2003). 
Ning Xiang, James M. Sabatier, and Marshall Bradley, "Field study using co-located landmine 
detection systems between laser Doppler vibrometer-based A/S coupling and GPSAR techniques,", 
Proc. SP1E, Vol. 5415, 1194-1200 (2004) 
James M. Sabatier, Richard Burgett, and Vyacheslav Aranchuk, "High Frequency A/S Coupling for 
AP Buried Landmine Detection using Laser Doppler," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5415,35-41 (2004) 
James M. Sabatier, Vyacheslav Aranchuk, W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, "Rapid high-spatial
resolution imaging of buried landmines using ESPI," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5415, 14-20 (2004) 
Vyacheslav Aranchuk, Amit K. Lal, Hansheng Zhang, Cecil F. Hess, and James M. Sabatier, 
"Acoustic Sensor for Landmine Detection using a Continuously Scanning Multi-Beam LDV," Proc. 
SPIE, Vol. 5415, 61-69 (2004) 
Murray S. Korman, W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic 
experiments for landmine detection: The significance of the top plate normal modes," Proc. SPIE, 
Vol. 5415, 42-50 (2004) 
Andi G. Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "Doppler Ultrasound Techniques for Landmine 
Detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5415, 30-34 (2004) 
Margarita S. Fokina, Vladimir N. Fokin, and James M. Sabatier, "Effect of ground variability on 
clutter and false alarms in landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5415, 156-166 (2004) 
Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fok:ina, and James M. Sabatier, "Determination of soil background 
parameters via acoustic-to-seismic transfer function," Proc. SP1E, Vol. 5415, 30-34 (2004) 
Vyacheslav Aranchuk, ,James M. Sabatier, Amit K. Lal, Cecil F. Hess, Richard. D. Burgett, and 
Michael O'Neill, "Multi-beam laser Doppler vibrometry for acoustic landmine detection using 
airborne and mechanically-coupled vibration,", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 624-631 (2005) 
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• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Moving speed of linear acoustic landmine detection systems," 
Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 675-682 (2005) 

• Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments involving landmine 
detection: Connections with mesoscopic elasticity and slow dynamics in geomaterials," Proc. SPIE, 
Vol. 5794, 612-623 (2005) 

• Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, James M. Sabatier, "Wavelet analysis for landmine detection 
false alarm discrimination," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 601-611 (2005) 

• Margarita S. Fokina, Vladimir N. Fokin, Zhiqu Lu, and James M. Sabatier, "Influence of wheeled 
vehicular traffic on the acoustic-to-seismic transfer function," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 577-589 (2005) 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "The velocity response to the human footstep force," 
Proceedings of the Military Sensing Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic and Seismic Sensing, 
Magnetic and Electric Field Sensors, 9 pp. (2005). 

• T. Witten, J. M. Sabatier and M. S. Korman, "Techniques for the Detection of Difficult Landmines 
Using Nonlinear Acoustics," Proceedings of the Military Sensing Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic 
and Seismic Sensing, Magnetic and Electric Field Sensors, 9 pp. (2005). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear Acoustic Experiments Involving Landmine Detection: 
Connections with Mesoscopic Elasticity and Slow Dynamics in Geomaterials, " Innovations in 
Nonlinear Acoustics: 17th International Symposium on Nonlinear Acoustics, State College, 
Pennsylvania 18-22 July 2005, edited by A. A. Atchley, V. W. Sparrow and R. M. Keolian, American 
Institute of Physics Conference Proceedings 836, pp. 63-66 (2005). 

• Vyacheslav Aranchuk, James M. Sabatier, Amit K. Lal, Cecil F. Hess, Richard. D. Burgett, Ina 
Aranchuk, and William T. Mayo, "Speckle noise in a continuously scanning multi-beam laser 
Doppler vibrometer for acoustic landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 366-3 75 (2006). 

• A. K. Lal, V. Aranchuk, C. F. Hess, V. V. Doushkina, J. M. Kilpatrick, J. M. Sabatier, "Advanced 
LDV instruments for buried landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 358-365 (2006). 

• Z. Lu and J. M. Sabatier, "The study of climate and seasonal effects on soil properties by a nonlinear 
acoustic technique: the phase shift method," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 376-387 (2006). 

• A. E. Ekimov and J. M. Sabatier, "Broad frequency acoustic response of ground/floor to human 
footsteps," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6241, 202-209 (2006). 

• M. S. Korman and 1. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic landmine detection: comparison of off-target 
soil background and on-target soil-mine nonlinear effects," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 311-318 (2006). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear Acoustic Experiments Involving Landmine Detection: 
Connections with Mesoscopic Elasticity and Slow Dynamics in Geomaterials, " Innovations in 
Nonlinear Acoustics: 17th International Symposium on Nonlinear Acoustics, State College, 
Pennsylvania 18-22 July 2005, edited by A. A. Atchley, V. W. Sparrow and R. M. Keolian, American 
Institute of Physics Conference Proceedings 836, pp. 63-66 (2006). 

• A. E. Ekimov and J. M. Sabatier, "Passive and active ultrasonic methods for human motion 
detection," Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on Battlefield Acoustics and Magnetic Sensors (2006). 

• James M. Sabatier and Alexander E. Ekimov, "Ultrasonic methods for human detection," Proc. 
NATO Research and Technology Organisation Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic Sensing for ISR 
Applications, 12 pp. (2006). 

• James M. Sabatier, "Advances in Acoustic Landmine Detection," Proc. NATO Research and 
Technology Organisation Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic Sensing for ISR Applications, 8 pp. 
(2006). 

• Vyacheslav Aranchuk, James M. Sabatier, and W. C. Kirkp~trick Alberts II, "Acoustic detection of 
buried landmines using pulsed ESPI," Noise & Vibration Worldwide, 37(9), 10-17 (2006). 

• Ghaith M. Matalkah; Mustafa M. Matalgah; James M. Sabatier, "CF AR detection algorithm for 
acoustic-seismic landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6553, DOI: 10.1117/12.719754 (2007). 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Passive ultrasonic method for human footstep 
detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6562, DOl: 10.1117/12.716899 (2007). 
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• James M. Sabatier, Alexander E. Ekimov, and Richard A. Mack, "Remote Sensing of Visually 
Obscured Objects Using Laser Doppler Vibrometry, Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on 
Battlespace Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Evaluation of the range of human footstep detection," 
Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on Battlespace Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

• James M. Sabatier, Ina Aranchuk, Ghaith Matalkah, Bradley Stroud, and Craig Hickey, "Passively 
tracking vibrational sources within a tunnel," Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on Battlespace 
Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

• Alexander Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Human detection range by active Doppler and passive 
ultrasonic methods," Proc. SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• James M. Sabatier and Alexander Ekimov, "Range limitation for seismic footstep detection," Proc. 
SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• Richard Burgett and James M. Sabatier, "Coherence analysis of air - and mechanically-coupled 
ground vibrations," Proc. SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• James M. Sabatier and Alexander Ekimov, "A Review of Human Signatures in Urban Environments 
Using Seismic and Acoustic Methods," Proc. 2008 IEEE International Conference on Technologies 
for Homeland Security (2008). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ghaith M. Matalkah, "A Study on the Passive Detection of Vibrational 
Sources within a Tunnel," Proc. 2008 IEEE International Conference on Technologies for Homeland 
Security (2008). 

PRESENTATIONS AT PROFESSIONAL MEETINGS 

• H. E. Bass, L. N. Bolen, and J. M. Sabatier, "Coupling of airborne sound into the porous elastic 
surface ofthe earth", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 74 (S1), S59 (A), Fall1983. 

• J. M. Sabatier, H. E. Bass, and L. N. Bolen, "Coupling of airborne sound into the elastic earth, semi
infinite case", Mississippi Academy of Sciences, Jackson, Mississippi, March 1984. 

• J. M. Sabatier, H. E. Bass, and L. N. Bolen, "Coupling of airborne sound into the porous elastic 
earth", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 76 (S1), S64 (A), Fall1984. 

• J. M. Sabatier and H. E. Bass, "Resonances in the impedance curves for outdoor ground covers", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 79 (S 1 ), S20 (A), Spring 1986. 

• J. M. Sabatier and H. E. Bass, "Pore-fluid wave propagation constants in stacks of low-flow 
resistivity glass beads", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 81 (S1), S76 (A), Spring 1987. 

• H. S. Roh, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "The reflection of acoustic pulses from arrays of tubes", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 85 (S1), S82 (A), Spring 1989. 

• W. P. Arnott and J. M. Sabatier, "Laser-Doppler vibrometry measurements of acoustic to seismic 
coupling and geophone-ground coupling ratios", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 85 (S1), S82 (A), Spring 1989. 

• W. P. Arnott, J. M. Sabatier, and J. 0. Messer, "Dependence of the acoustic-to-seismic coupling ratio 
at the angle of incidence and geophone depth", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 86 (S1), (A), Fall1989. 

• J. M. Sabatier, "Surface impedance measurements as a function of moisture content in porous glass 
beads", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 87 (S1), (A), Spring 1990. 

• H. S. Roh, J. M. Sabatier, R. Raspet and W. P.k Arnott, "Measurements and calculation of acoustic 
propagation constants in arrays of air-filled rectangular tubes", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 87 (S1), (A), 
Spring 1990. 

• D. Craig, P. Arnott and J. Sabatier, "Particle size characterization of layers of spherical glass beads 
from acoustic reflection measurements", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1990 Annual Meetings, October 21-26, 
San Antonio, TX. 
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• H. Roh, P. Arnott and J. Sabatier, "Acoustic surface impedance measurements on partially water
saturated columns of glass beads", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1990 Annual Meetings, October 21-26, San 
Antonio, TX. 

• W. P. Arnott, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "Sound propagation in capillary-tube-type porous media 
with small pores in the capillary walls", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 90 3299 (1991). 

• J. M. Sabatier, P. Arnott, M. Romkens, and E. Grissinger, "Acoustic level difference measurements in 
cotton and grain sorghum", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1991 Annual Meetings, October 27 -November 1, 
Denver, CO. 

• L. N. Bolen, W. P. Arnott, and J. M. Sabatier, "Plane-wave tube measurements of model-soils with 
high specific acoustic impedance", Presented at the Mississippi Academy of Sciences 1992 Annual 
Meeting, February 13-14, Biloxi, MS. 

• J. M. Sabatier, H. E. Bass, and L. N. Bolen, "Design and performance of a high power, low frequency 
sound source", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 92 (S2), Fall1992. 

• C. K. Frederickson, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "Determination of the properties of air-filled 
porous media using level difference and probe microphone measurements", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 93 
(S2), Spring 1993. 

• J. M. Sabatier and C. K. Frederickson, "Comparison of measured pore properties of model solids 
using probe microphone & level difference techniques", American Society of Agronomy, Southern 
Branch, February 5-9, 1994. 

• D. C. Sokol and J. M. Sabatier, "Design & use of a probe microphone measuring instrument", 
American Society of Agronomy, Southern Branch, February 5-9, 1994. 

• D. Coppit and J. M. Sabatier, "The directivity pattern of a plane circular dielectric transducer", 
Mississippi Academy of Sciences 1994 Annual Meeting, February 17-18, Biloxi, MS. 

• D. W. Craig and J. M. Sabatier, "An approximate fractal model for acoustics in soils", Mississippi 
Academy of Sciences 1994 Annual Meeting, February 17-18, Biloxi, MS. 

• S. Neill and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustical characteristics of a very low frequency sound source", 
Mississippi Academy of Sciences 1994 Annual Meeting, February 17-18, Biloxi, MS. 

• D. Sokol and J. M. Sabatier, "Design and operation of an acoustic soil characterizer", Mississippi 
Academy of Sciences 1994 Annual Meeting, February 17-18, Biloxi, MS. 

• J. D. Webster and J. M. Sabatier, "Attenuation of sound due to mass transfer'', Mississippi Academy 
of Sciences 1994 Annual Meeting, February 17-18, Biloxi, MS. 

• Miguel Bernard and James M. Sabatier, "Sound propagation in capillary-tube-type porous media: 
Effects due to the presence of absorbed water in the capillary walls", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96, 3254 
(S2), Fall 1994. 

• David W. Craig, Carl K. Frederickson, and James M. Sabatier, "The influence of pore-size 
distributions on complex wave number in air-filled porous materials", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96 3254 
(S2), Fall 1994. 

• Carl K. Frederickson and James M. Sabatier, "On the use of probe microphone and level difference 
measurements to characterize air-filled porous media", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96 3254 (S2), Fall1994. 

• Craig Hickey, Wayne Prather, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic probe microphone measurements of 
Biot type I and II waves in air-filled sands", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96 3254 (S2), Fall 1994. 

• Yi Mao and James M. Sabatier, "Sound attenuation in a cylindrical tube due to evaporation
condensation", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96 3254 (S2), Fall 1994. 

• James P. Chambers and James M. Sabatier, "An experimental investigation of the propagation of 
sound over a flat rough surface of finite impedance", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 97 3240 (1995). 

• Craig J. Hickey and James M. Sabatier, "Measurements of Biot type I and type II waves in an air
filled packing of sand", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 97 3396 (1995). 

• James M. Sabatier, Richard Raspet, and Bruce Denardo, "Demonstrations of acoustic resonant 
systems", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 97 3302 (1995). 
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• J. M. Sabatier, C. K. Frederickson, and R. W. Rickman, "Acoustic surface impedance as an indicator 
of surface permeability and surface roughness", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1995 Annual Meetings, October 
29 -November 3, St. Louis, MO. 

• J. P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "An experimental investigation of sound propagation of rough 
agricultural surfaces", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1995 Annual Meetings, October 29 - November 3, St. 
Louis, MO. 

• C. J. Hickey, J. P. Chambers, 1. M. Sabatier, and M.J.M. Romkens, "Comparison of cropping 
treatments and acoustic surface impedance", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1995 Annual Meetings, October 29 -
November 3, St. Louis, MO. 

• R. W. Rickman and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic impedance of roughened or residue covered soil 
surfaces", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1995 Annual Meetings, October 29 -November 3, St. Louis, MO. 

• D. C. Sokol, J. M. Sabatier, C. K. Frederickson, J. K. Radke, M.J.M. Romkens, and R. W. Rickman, 
"The acoustic probe for use in soils: round robin test", ASA-CSSA-SSSA 1995 Annual Meetings, 
October 29- November 3, St. Louis, MO. 

• J.P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Further investigation on the propagation of sound over flat rough 
finite impedance surfaces", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98 (5), 2925 (A), (1995). 

• James M. Sabatier, Christopher C. Lawrenson, James B. Shadwick, Craig J. Hickey, and F. Douglas 
Shields, "Sound speeds and absorptions in a sandy sediment", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98 (5), 2977 (A), 
(1995). 

• Mark Wang, F. Douglas Shields, James M. Sabatier, and L. Dwynn Lafleur, "Effects of trapped gas 
on acoustic properties of model sediments", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98 (5), 2977 (A), (1995). 

• Yi Mao, James M. Sabatier, and Richard Raspet, "Reconsideration of sound attenuation in a 
cylindrical tube due to evaporation-condensation", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98 (5), 2977 (A), (1995). 

• James M. Sabatier, Craig J. Hickey, and Carl K. Frederickson, "On the assumption of normal reaction 
in acoustic characterization of air-filled rigid porous materials", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98, (5), 2977 
(A), (1995). 

• J. M. Sabatier, T. M. Troutman, "The detection of objects buried in sand by using airborne sound
induced seismic vibrations", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 98 (5), 2978 (A), (1995). 

• Mark W. Sprague and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic scattering from vegetation", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 
99 2488 ( 1996). 

• J. P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic propagation over rough soil surfaces", J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am., 100 (4), 2747 (A), (1996). 

• Tom M. Troutman and James M. Sabatier, "Obtaining the speed of type I (fast) compressional wave 
in water saturated glass beads by measuring acoustic modes in a rectangular pressure release cavity", 
J. ofMS Acad. ofSci., 42 (1), 69 (1997). 

• Michael L. Oelze, James Sabatier, and Jim Chambers, "Examining ultrasonic backscatter as a means 
to determine surface roughness and porosity", J. ofMS Acad. of Sci., 42 (1), 73 (1997). 

• D. Felipe Gaitan and James M. Sabatier, "Dynamics of single bubbles in laboratory sediments," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 101 3146 (1997). 

• Y. Wang, J. M. Sabatier, and F. D. Shields, "Effect of water vapor on sound propagation in 
unconsolidated porous materials", J. ofMS Acad. of Sci., 42 (1 ), 73 (1997). 

• D. Velea, J. M. Sabatier, and F. D. Shields, "The acoustic behavior of a laboratory gassy sediment", J. 
ofMS Acad. of Sci., 41 (1), 73 (1997). 

• Y. Wang, J. Sabatier, and F. D. Shields, "Effects of water vapor on acoustical properties of glass 
beads and Ottawa sand", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 ( 5), 3112 (A), (1997). 

• C. J. Hickey, J. M. Sabatier, Tim J. T. Spanos, and Vicente de Ia Cruz, "Wave propagation in a 
unique class ofinhomogeneous porous materials", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (5), 3111 (A), (1997). 

• D. Velea, J. M. Sabatier, F. D. Shields, "Sound velocity measurements in partially water saturated 
sand", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (5) 3112 (A), (1997). 
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• J.P. Chambers, and J. M. Sabatier, "Utilizing a modified surface roughness parameter for describing 
rough surfaces with an equivalent impedance", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 102 (5), 3112 (A), (1997). 

• J. P. Chambers, J. M. Sabatier, and R. W. Rickman, "Investigating surface roughness by acoustic 
techniques", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Oct. 26-31, Anaheim, CA, (1997). 

• J. M. Sabatier, C. J. Hickey, and M.H. Ali "Measuring an acoustic/seismic soil profile using an 
acoustic probe microphone apparatus", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Oct. 26-31, Anaheim, 
CA, (1997). 

• J. M. Sabatier, R. Raspet, G. Nock, and R. W. Rickman, "Absorption of sound in media with uniform 
and non-uniform pore size distributions", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Oct. 26-31, Anaheim, 
CA, (1997). 

• R.W. Rickman, C. Huang, J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic monitoring of soil roughness decay after 
rainfall", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting October 26-31, Anaheim, CA (1997). 

• D. Velea, F. D. Shields, and J. M. Sabatier, "Sound Speed Measurements in Partially Saturated 
Sand", Proc. of the 134th Meeting of the Acoustical Society of America, San Diego, California, 
December 1997. 

• W. E. McKinney, C. 1. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "A ray tracing algorithm for seismic travel time 
calculations and its application to a measurement in soil", J. ofMS A cad. of Sci., 43 (1 ), 70 (1998). 

• W. Johnson, C. J. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "The importance of the angle of incidence on the 
transmitted acoustic wave at an air/porous media interface", J. of MS A cad. of Sci., 43 (1 ), 72 (1998). 

• J. Drewrey and J. M. Sabatier, et al., "Magnetically driven standing waves on an AC current carrying 
wire", J. ofMS Acad. of Sci., 44 (1), 93 (1998). 

• J. Sabatier, N. Xiang, and R. Craig, " High-resolution velocity images of targets buried in soils", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 104 (3), 1393 (A), (1998) 

• James M. Sabatier and Jessica Drewrey, "Standing waves in an electromagnetically driven 
conducting wire", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 104 (3), 1793 (A), (1998). 

• J.P. Chambers and J. M. Sabatier, "Experimental and modeling results for near grazing propagation 
over rough surfaces", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 105 (2), 1079 (A), (1999). 

• J. Sabatier and N. Xiang, "Physics of acoustic-to-seismic coupling and detection of buried objects", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 105 (2), 1383 (A), (1999). 

• M.L. Oelze and James M. Sabatier "Sensitivity of acoustic backscatter to the roughness of outdoor 
soil surfaces", J. of MS Acad. of Sci., 44 (1 ), 90 (1999). 

• Ron Craig, James M. Sabatier, and Ning Xiang, "Progress in laser Doppler vibrometer based 
landmine detection exploiting acoustic-to-seismic coupling", J. of MS Acad. of Sci., 44 (1 ), 91 
(1999). 

• N. Xiang and J. Sabatier, "Pre-differentiated M-sequences for laser-Doppler-based identification of 
vibrational systems", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 106 (2), 2215 (A), (1999). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Acoustic landmine detection using laser scanning vibrometer", 
J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 106 (2), 2143 (A), (1999). 

• N. Xiang and J. Sabatier, "Pre-differentiated M-sequences for laser-Doppler-based identification of 
vibrational systems", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 106 (2), 2215 (A), (1999). 

• A. Kolaini, D. Velea, C. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "Oscillations of Bubbles Released from Needles 
in Sediments", Proc. ofthe 138th Meeting ofthe Acoustical Society of America, Columbus, Ohio, 1-5 
November 1999. 

• C. J. Hickey, J. H. Berkenhagen, and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic Monitoring of Temporal Changes in 
Soils During a Wetting-drying Cycle", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Minneapolis, Minnesota 
(2000). 

• J. M. Sabatier, C. J. Hickey, and F. D. Shields, "The Use of Sound Speeds to Determine the Shear 
Strength of Soils", ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Minneapolis, Minnesota (2000). 
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• M. L Oelze, J. M. Sabatier, and R. Raspet, "Comparison of roughness measurements of Soil Surfaces 
by the Laser Microreliefmeter and Acoustic Backscatter," ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting (2000). 

• M. L. Oelze and J. M. Sabatier, "Determining Surface Roughness of Soils from Acoustic 
Backscatter'', ASA-CSSA-SSSA Annual Meeting, Minneapolis, Minnesota (2000). 

• V. Valeau, J. M. Sabatier, and N. Xiang, "Application of time-frequency analysis to landmine 
detection using a laser Doppler vibrometer," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 2829 (2000). 

• James M. Sabatier, "The coupling of airborne sound into air-filled poro-elastic soils", J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am., 107 2845 (2000). 

• R. D. Costley, James M. Sabatier, and Ning Xiang, "Noise and vibration control for landmine 
detection", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 2873 (2000). 

• F. D. Shields and J. M. Sabatier, "The use of compressional and shear wave velocities to measure the 
shear strength on soil", J. of the Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 (5), 2880 (2000). 

• J. M. Sabatier and N. Xiang, "Systematic investigation on acoustic-to-seismic responses oflandmines 
buried in soil," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 2896 (2000). 

• M. L Oelze and J. M. Sabatier, "Examination of surface roughness of porous soil via acoustic 
backscatter", 1. Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 (5), 2898 (2000). 

• R. D. Costley, J. M. Sabatier, and N. Xiang "Noise and vibration control for landmine detection," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 107 2215 (2000). 

• C. J. Hickey, J. M. Sabatier, and W. E. Goddard, "Measurements of the induced pore pressure in 
packings of glass beads due to an incident airborne acoustic wave," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 108 2649 
(2000). 

• J. M. Sabatier and N. Xiang, "Acoustic to Seismic Coupling and Detection of Landmines, IEEE 
Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, July 2000. 

• H. E. Bass, N. Xiang, and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-seismic coupling for landmine detection 
measurements", Military Sensing Symposium, November 2000. 

• L. D. Lafleur, J. M. Sabatier, and W. C. K. Alberts II, "Shape discrimination of buried objects using 
as acoustic land mine detection system," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 725-733 (2000). 

• H. E. Bass and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-seismic coupling and physical measurements", Proc. 
SPIE, vol. 4038, p. 604-609 (2000). 

• C. A. DiMarzio, W. Li, L. J. Berg, and J. M. Sabatier, "Toward a laser-based noncontact acoustic 
land mine imager", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 740-747 (2000). 

• C. J. Hickey and J. M. Sabatier, "Biot poroelastic model of soils", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 621-632 
(2000). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Land mine detection measurements using acoustic-to-seismic 
coupling", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 645-655 (2000). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Anti-personnel mine detection using acoustic-to-seismic 
coupling", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, p. 604-609 (2000). 

• Thonias Witten, Kelly Sherbondy, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic technology for land mine 
detection- past tests, present", to be published in Proc. SPIE, Vol 4038, p. 781-789 (2000). 

• Erik M. Rosen, Kelly D. Sherbondy, and James M. Sabatier, "Performance assessment of a 
blind test using the University of Mississippi's acoustic/seismic laser Doppler vibrometer 
(LDV) mine detection apparatus at A. P. Hill", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4038, 656-666, (2000). 

• Doru Velea, Craig J. Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic scattering by buried objects in a rigid 
porous material", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4394, p. 595-606 (2001). 

• Marshall Bradley, James M. Sabatier, and Thomas Witten, "Fusion of acoustic/seismic and ground 
penetrating radar sensors for antitank mine detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4394, p. 979-990 (2001). 

• James M. Sabatier, Ning Xiang, and George Nock, "Acoustic landmine detection at 40 degrees below 
zero," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 109 2287 (2001). 
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Doru Velea, Roger Waxler, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic scattering by a buried object with a 
compliant top in a rigid porous material," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 109 2287 (2001 ). 
R. Daniel Costley, James M. Sabatier, and Ning Xiang, "Forward-looking acoustic mine sensing," J . 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 109 2342 (2001). 
James M. Sabatier, Craig J. Hickey, and Wheeler Howard, "Acoustic monitoring of the evolution of 
soil crusting," ASA-CSSA-SSSA 2001, Charlotte, NC, November 2001. 
James M. Sabatier, Craig Hickey, and Wheeler Howard, "Fragipan delineation using acoustic 
methods," ASA-CSSA-SSSA 2001, Charlotte, NC, November 2001. 
James M. Sabatier, Craig Hickey, and Wheeler Howard, "Acoustic soil profiling," ASA-CSSA-SSSA 
2001, Charlotte, NC, November 2001. 
James M. Sabatier, Zhiqu Lu, Doug Shields, and Craig Hickey, "Laboratory measurements of the 
acoustic velocities in soils with changing pressure," ASA-CSSA-SSSA 2001, Charlotte, NC, 
November 2001. 
George Nock, Manaf Ali, and James M. Sabatier, "Comparison of linear and nonlinear experiments 
for landmine detection," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 110 2758 (2001). 
Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Iterative model-based automatic target recognition for acoustic 
landmine detection," J. Acoust. So. Am., 110 2740 (2001). 
Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic techniques for landmine detection: 
Experiments and theory, Part I," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 110 2757 (2001). 
Hickey, C.J., Berkenhagen, J.H., and Sabatier, J.M., "Acoustic Monitoring of Temporal Changes in 
Soils During a Wetting-drying Cycle", Proceedings of the Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics, 
4th Symposium, University ofMississippi, University, MS, p. 57-70 (2002). 
Lu, Z., Hickey, C. J., and Sabatier, J. M., "Load-deformation and Load-acoustic Velocity Behavior of 
Soils", Proceedings of the Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics, 4th Symposium, University of 
Mississippi, University, MS, p. 135-151 (2002). 
Howard, W.B., Hickey, C.J., Lu, Z., and Sabatier, J.M., "Acoustic to Seismic Couplin~ Signature of 
the Fragipan Horizon", Proceedings of the Bouyocous Conference on Agroacoustics 4 Symposium, 
University of Mississippi, University, MS, p. 71-81 (2002). 
James M. Sabatier, Murray S. Korman, and Ning Xiang, "Linear and non-linear acoustic velocity 
profiles over buried land mines", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 695-700 (2002). 
Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Recursive model-based target recognition for acoustic landmine 
detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 665-672 (2002). 
D. Costley, J. M. Sabatier, and N. Xiang, "Forward-looking acoustic mine detection system", Proc . 
SPIE, Vol. 4394, p. 617-626 (2002). 
Thomas R. Witten, Peter R. Lacko, James M. Sabatier, and Marshall R. Bradley, "Fusion of ground 
penetrating radar and acoustics data", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 649-653 (2002). 
Timothy Writer, James M. Sabatier, Miranda A. Miller, and Kelly D. Sherbondy, "Mine detection 
with a forward-moving portable laser Doppler vibrometer", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 4742, p. 649-653 
(2002). 
Marshall Bradley and James M. Sabatier, "Fusion of acoustic/seismic and ground penetrating radar 
sensors for antitank mine detection", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine 
Program, Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 
Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Non-linear acoustic techniques for land mine detection," 
5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 
Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Linear and non-linear acoustic velocity profiles over 
buried land mines," 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, 
CA, April, 2002. 
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• Roger Waxler, Doru Velea, and James M. Sabatier, "A fast effective fluid model for the acoustic 
response of a buried landmine", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, 
Monterey, CA, April, 2002. 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Applications of acoustic-to-seismic coupling for landmine 
detection", 5th International Symposium on Technology and the Mine Program, Monterey, CA, April, 
2002. 

• James M. Sabatier, Doru Velea, Ning Xiang, and Roger Waxler, "Resonant frequency response and 
surface particle velocity profiles for buried land mines: Theory and experiment," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 
1112419 (2002). 

• Doru Velea, Roger Waxler, and James M. Sabatier, "A fast effective fluid model for the scattering of 
normally incident sound off of a buried landmine", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 111 2420 (2002). 

• Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic techniques for landmine detection: 
Experiments and theory, Part II," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 1112420 (2002). 

• Craig J. Hickey and James M. Sabatier, "The interaction of airborne sound with poroelastic ground," 
J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 112 2216 (2002). 

• Z. Lu, C. J. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "A study of soil dynamic behaviours over Large Scale Strains 
During Unconsolidated-Undrained Triaxial Testing", America Geophysics Meeting. San Francisco, 
CA. v. 83 (47) p.l389 (2002). 

• W. B. Howard, C. J. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "Acoustical Investigation of Soil Layers", Journal of 
the Mississippi Academy of Science, 47 (1) p. 74 (2002). 

• Andi Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "A feasibility study of air-coupled ultrasonic vibrometers", J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am., 113 2248 (2003). 

• Zhiqu Lu, C. J. Hickey and J. M. Sabatier, "The measurements of the compressional wave velocity of 
soils during unconsolidated-undrained triaxial testing", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 113 2313 (2003). 

• Del Leary, Craig J. Hickey, James M. Sabatier, and David A. DiCarlo, "Examining surface sealing 
and crusting using the acoustic to seismic transfer function", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 113 2313 (2003). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic landmine detection using binary maximum-length 
sequences", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2456 (2003). 

• Murray S. Korman, James M. Sabatier, and Douglas J. Fenneman, "Nonlinear acoustic techniques for 
landmine detection: Tuning curves and two-tone tests", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2456 (2003). 

• Craig J. Hickey, Greg Broussard, James M. Sabatier, and David A. DiCarlo, "Monitoring surface 
sealing and crusting of soils and glass beads using acoustic techniques", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 
2457 (2003). 

• Vladimir M. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, James M. Sabatier, and Wheeler B. Howard, "Geoacoustic 
inversion via acoustic-seismic transfer function", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2457 (2003). 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-seismic landmine detection using a continuously 
scanning laser Doppler vibrometer", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5089, p. 591-595 (2003). 

• Margarita Fokina, Vladimir Fokin, James M. Sabatier, and Ning Xiang, "Effect of ground variability 
on the acoustic-seismic transfer function", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2457 (2003). 

• Wheeler B. Howard, Craig J. Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "The importance of angle of incidence 
on acoustic to seismic coupling", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2457 (2003). 

• Andi Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "A multi-carrier technique for ultrasonic Doppler 
vibrometry", J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 114 2457 (2003). 

• Richard D. Burgett, Marshall R. Bradley, Michael Duncan, Jason Melton, Amit K. Lal, Vyacheslav 
Aranchuk, Cecil F. Hess, James M. Sabatier, and Ning Xiang, "Mobile mounted laser Doppler 
vibrometer array for acoustic landmine detection", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5089 p. 665-672 (2003). 
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• W. B. Howard, C. J. Hickey, and J. M. Sabatier, "Rayleigh Wave Measurements of the Soil Profile," 
Journal ofthe Mississippi Academy of Sciences. v. 48 (1), p. 45 (2003). 

• D. Leary, C. J. Hickey, J. M. Sabatier, and D. A. DiCarlo, "Examining Surface Sealing and Crusting 
using the Acoustic to Seismic Transfer Function", Journal of the Mississippi Academy of Sciences. v. 
48 (1), p.78 (2003). 

• Sabatier, J. M., Hickey, C. J., and Lu, Z., "Research and development of acoustic techniques for soil 
characterization at the University of Mississippi", Presented at the SSSA-CSSA-ASA Meeting, 
(2003). 

• Murray S. Korman, Douglas J. Fenneman, and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments 
involving landmine detection: connections with mesoscopic elasticity and slow dynamics in 
geornaterials," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 116 2495 (2004). 

• Margarita S. Fokina and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic-to-seismic transfer function attribute for 
discrimination of false alarms and landmine detection," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 116 2494 (2004). 

• Wheeler B. Howard, Craig J. Hickey, James M. Sabatier, and David A. DiCarlo, "Variation in 
acoustic-to-seismic signatures associated with natural depth variability of hardpans," 
J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 116, 2494 (2004). 

• Vladimir N. Fokin, James M. Sabatier, and Wheeler B. Howard, "Modal analysis of broadband 
acoustic signals propagating in the top layer of the ground," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 116, 2494 (2004). 

• Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, and James M. Sabatier, "False alarms associated with the 
acoustic-to-seismic detection of buried landmines," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115, 2417 (2004 ). 

• James M. Sabatier and Andi G. Petculescu, "Doppler ultrasonic detection of targets buried in grass
covered soil," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115, 2416 (2004). 

• William C. K. Alberts II, James M. Sabatier, and Vyacheslav Aranchuk, "Rapid high-spatial 
resolution imaging of ground vibration for buried landmine detection using ESPI," J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am. 115, 2416 (2004 ). 

• James M. Sabatier and Vyacheslav Aranchuk, "An acoustic landmine detection confirmatory sensor 
using continuously-scanning multibeam LDV," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115,2416 (2004). 

• Margarita S. Fokina, Vladimir N. Fokin, and James M. Sabatier, "Effects of elasticity and porosity in 
modeling of the acoustic-to-seismic transfer function," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115, 2384 (2004). 

• Ning Xiang, James M. Sabatier, and Marshall Bradley, "Field study using co-located landmine 
detection systems between laser Doppler vibrometer-based A/S coupling and GPSAR techniques,", 
Proceedings of the SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Vol. 5415, 1194-1200 (2004) 

• James M. Sabatier, Richard Burgett, and Vyacheslav Aranchuk, "High Frequency A/S Coupling for 
AP Buried Landmine Detection using Laser Doppler," Proceedings of the SPIE Defense and Security 
Symposium, Vol. 5415,35-41 (2004) 

• James M. Sabatier, Vyacheslav Aranchuk, W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, "Rapid high-spatial
resolution imaging of buried landmines using ESPI," Proceedings of the SPIE Defense and Security 
Symposium, Vol. 5415, 14-20 (2004) 

• Vyacheslav Aranchuk, Amit K. Lal, Hansheng Zhang, Cecil F. Hess, and James M. Sabatier, 
"Acoustic Sensor for Landmine Detection using a Continuously Scanning Multi-Beam LDV," 
Proceedings ofthe SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Vol. 5415, 61-69 (2004) 

• Murray S. Korman, W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic 
experiments for landmine detection: The significance of the top plate normal modes," Proceedings of 
the SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Vol. 5415,42-50 (2004). 

• Andi G. Petculescu and James M. Sabatier, "Doppler Ultrasound Techniques for Landmine 
Detection," Proceedings ofthe SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Vol. 5415, 30-34 (2004). 

• Margarita S. Fokina, Vladimir N. Fokin, and James M. Sabatier, "Effect of ground variability on 
clutter and false alarms in landmine detection," Proceedings of the SPIE Defense and Security 
Symposium, Vol. 5415, 156-166 (2004). 
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• Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, and James M. Sabatier, "Determination of soil background 
parameters via acoustic-to-seismic transfer function," Proceedings of the SPIE Defense and Security 
Symposium, Vol. 5415,30-34 (2004). 

• Vyacheslav Aranchuk, and James M. Sabatier, "Acoustic Landmine Detection Confirmatory Sensor 
using Continuously Scanning Multi-beam LDV," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115, 2416 (2004). 

• Roger Waxler, Doru Velea, and James M. Sabatier, "Landmine detection using acoustic to seismic 
coupling: Theory and modeling," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 115, 2383 (2004). 

• Vyacheslav Aranchuk,James M. Sabatier, Amit K. Lal, Cecil F. Hess, Richard. D. Burgett, and 
Michael O'Neill, "Multi-beam laser Doppler vibrometry for acoustic landmine detection using 
airborne and mechanically-coupled vibration,", Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 624-631 (2005) 

• Ning Xiang and James M. Sabatier, "Moving speed of linear acoustic landmine detection systems," 
Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 675-682 (2005) 

• Wheeler B. Howard, Craig J. Hickey, and James M. Sabatier, "Investigation of the near subsurface," 
Joint Assembly (CGU, AGU, SEG, and EEGS), New Orleans, LA, 23-27 May 2005. 

• Murray S. Korman and James M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments involving landmine 
detection: Connections with mesoscopic elasticity and slow dynamics in geomaterials," Proc. SPIE, 
Vol. 5794, 612-623 (2005) 

• Vladimir N. Fokin, Margarita S. Fokina, James M. Sabatier, "Wavelet analysis for landmine detection 
false alarm discrimination," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794,601-611 (2005) 

• Margarita S. Fokina, Vladimir N. Fokin, Zhiqu Lu, and James M. Sabatier, "Influence of wheeled 
vehicular traffic on the acoustic-to-seismic transfer function," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 5794, 577-589 (2005) 

• W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, Roger Waxler, and James M. Sabatier, "A study of the acoustic 
behavior of a plastic, blast-hardened, antitank landmine," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 118, 2022 (2005). 

• James M. Sabatier, W. C. Kirkpatrick Alberts II, and Murray S. Korman, "Nonlinear acoustic 
detection of weathered, low compliance landmines," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 118,2022 (2005). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments involving landmine detection: 
Connections with mesoscopic elasticity and slow dynamics in geomaterials, Part III," J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am. 118, 2022 (2005). 

• J. M. Sabatier and A. E. Ekimov, "Vibration signature of human footsteps on the ground and in 
buildings," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 118,2021 (2005). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments involving landmine detection: 
Connections with mesoscopic elasticity and slow dynamics in geomaterials, Part II," J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am. 117, 2594 (2005). 

• A. E. Ekimov and J. M. Sabatier, "The velocity response to the human footstep force," Proceedings of 
the Military Sensing Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic and Seismic Sensing, Magnetic and Electric 
Field Sensors, 9 pp. (2005). 

• W. C. K. Alberts, R. M. Waxler, and J. M. Sabatier, "A study of the acoustic behavior of a plastic 
blast-hardened anti-tank landmine," SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Orlando, FL, Apr 2006. 

• M. S. Korman, K. E. Pauls, S. A. Genis, and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic landmine detection: 
comparison of off-target soil background and on-target soil-mine nonlinear effects," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 
6217,311-318 (2006). 

• A. K. Lal, V. Aranchuk, C. F. Hess, V. V. Doushkina, J. M. Kilpatrick, J. M. Sabatier, "Advanced 
LDV instruments for buried landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 358-365 (2006). 

• A. K. Lal, C. F. Hess, V. Aranchuk, J. M. Sabatier, R. D. Burgett, I. Aranchuk, W. T. Mayo, "Speckle 
noise in a continuously scanning multibeam laser Doppler vibrometer for acoustic landmine 
detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 366-375 (2006). 

• J. M. Sabatier, "Field Testing of a small seismo/acoustic landmine confirmation sensor," SPIE 
Defense and Security Symposium, Orlando, FL, Apr 2006. 
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• C. J. Hickey, J. M. Sabatier, W. B. Howard, "Compressional wave gradients within one meter of the 
ground surface," SPIE Defense and Security Symposium, Orlando, FL, Apr 2006. 

• Z. Lu and J. M. Sabatier, "The study of climate and seasonal effects on soil properties by a nonlinear 
acoustic technique: the phase shift method," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6217, 376-387 (2006). 

• A. E. Ekimov and J. M. Sabatier, "Broad frequency acoustic response of ground/floor to human 
footsteps," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6241, 202-209, (2006). 

• A. Sutin, V. Kurtenoks, J. Sabatier, R. Burgett, M. O'Neill, V. Aranchuk, B. Libbey, A. Sarvazyan, 
"Time-reversal acoustic focusing of waves produced by seismic vibrators (A)," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 
120(5), 3369 (2006). 

• M. S. Korman and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic experiments involving landmine detection: 
Status and future (A)," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 120(5), 3368 (2006). 

• M. S. Korman, K. E. Pauls, S. A. Genis, and J. M. Sabatier, "Nonlinear acoustic landmine detection: 
Comparison of soil nonlinearity with soil-interface nonlinearity (A)," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 120(5), 
3281 (2006). 

• E. Ekimov and J. M. Sabatier, "Adaptive mechanical model of human footsteps (A)," J. Acoust. Soc. 
Am., 119(5), 3390 (2006). 

• W. C. K. Alberts II, R. Waxler, and J. M. Sabatier, "Saturation of burial-induced resonance frequency 
shift in acoustic landmine detection experiments (A)," J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 119(5), 3386 (2006). 

• James M. Sabatier, "Advances in Acoustic Landmine Detection," Proc. NATO Research and 
Technology Organisation Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic Sensing for ISR Applications, 8 pp. 
(2006). 

• AsifMehmood, Paul M. Goggans, James M. Sabatier, and Alexander E. Ekimov, "Human Detection 
using Ultrasonic Doppler Vibrometry," MaxEnt 2006, Twenty sixth International Workshop on 
Bayesian Inference and Maximum Entropy Methods in Science and Engineering, Paris, France, July 
8-13, 2006. 

• James M. Sabatier, "Ultrasonic methods for human motion detection," Proc. NATO Research and 
Technology Organisation Symposium on Battlefield Acoustic Sensing for ISR Applications, 12 pp. 
(2006). 

• James M. Sabatier, "High Speed Vibrometry for Landmine Detection," Tenth Annual Army 
Landmine Detection Research Review Meeting, Springfield, VA, February 2007. 

• James M. Sabatier, Greg Broussard, Robert Lirette and Chris O'Neill, "Angle of incidence 
seismic/acoustic ratios for in- and out-of-plane vibration," Tenth Annual Army Landmine Detection 
Research Review Meeting, Springfield, VA, February 2007. 

• Chris A. McNeill and James M. Sabatier, "Angle of incidence seismic/acoustic ratios during wet and 
dry ground conditions," J. Acoust. Soc. Am, 121(5), 3164 (2007) 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Ultrasonic signatures of human motion," J. Acoust. 
Soc. Am. 121, 3115 (2007). 

• Murray S. Korman, Kathleen E. Pauls, Sean A. Genis, and James M. Sabatier, "Demonstration of 
nonlinear acoustic landmine detection: Hysteresis effects observed in a soil-elastic plate oscillator," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am. 121, 3114 (2007). 

• Henry E. Bass and James M. Sabatier, "Genealogy of the National Center for Physical Acoustics," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am. 121, 3066 (2007). 

• Ghaith M. Matalkah; Mustafa M. Matalgah; James M. Sabatier, "CF AR detection algorithm for 
acoustic-seismic landmine detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6553, DOl: 10.1117/12.719754 (2007). 

• Alexander E. Ekimov and James M. Sabatier, "Passive ultrasonic method for human footstep 
detection," Proc. SPIE, Vol. 6562, DOl: 10.1117/12.716899 (2007). 

• James M. Sabatier, Alexander E. Ekimov, and Richard A. Mack, "Remote Sensing of Visually 
Obscured Objects Using Laser Doppler Vibrometry, Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on 
Battlespace Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

20 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 416 of 493



Packet w/Material Provided at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 359 of 374

02/28/2014 Amended Packet w/Material Presented at 02/18/2014 Meeting Page 376 of 393

• Alexander E. Ek:imov and James M. Sabatier, "Evaluation ofthe range of human footstep detection," 
Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on Battlespace Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

• James M. Sabatier, Ina Aranchuk, Ghaith Matalkah, Bradley Stroud, and Craig Hickey, "Passively 
tracking vibrational sources within a tunnel," Proc. Military Sensing Symposium on Battlespace 
Acoustics and Magnetic Sensing (2007). 

• Alexander E. Ek:imov and James M. Sabatier, "Directivity pattern of footstep sound at ultrasonic 
frequencies," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 122, 3061 (2007). 

• Asif A. Mehmood, Paul M. Goggans, and James M. Sabatier, "Ultrasonic Doppler vibrometry using 
direct undersampling," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 122, 3090 (2007). 

• Murray S. Korman, Antal A. Sarkady, and James M. Sabatier, "Evaluation of parametric acoustic 
array technology in application to the acoustic landmine and improvised explosive device (lED)," J. 
Acoust. Soc. Am. 122, 3060 (2007). 

• Alexander Ek:imov and James M. Sabatier, "Human detection range by active Doppler and passive 
ultrasonic methods," Proc. SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• James M. Sabatier and Alexander Ekimov, "Range limitation for seismic footstep detection," Proc. 
SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• Richard Burgett and James M. Sabatier, "Coherence analysis of air - and mechanically-coupled 
ground vibrations," Proc. SPIE Defense and Security Symposium (2008) 

• James M. Sabatier and Alexander Ek:imov, "A Review of Human Signatures in Urban Environments 
Using Seismic and Acoustic Methods," Proc. 2008 IEEE International Conference on Technologies 
for Homeland Security (2008). 

• James M. Sabatier and Ghaith M. Matalkah, "A Study on the Passive Detection of Vibrational 
Sources within a Tunnel," Proc. 2008 IEEE International Conference on Technologies for Homeland 
Security (2008). 

BOOKS, MONOGRAPHS AND CHAPTERS IN BOOKS 

• Keith Attenborough, Henry E. Bass, and James M. Sabatier, "Elastic Properties of Porous 
Materials", Handbook of Elastic Properties, Volume III, Chapter 15, Textbook Writers 
Associates, Inc. 

TECHNICAL REPORTS 

• Henry E. Bass, Lee N. Bolen and James M. Sabatier, "Coupling of airborne sound into the earth", 
Final Report, Army Research Office, August 1984. 

• James M. Sabatier, Henry E. Bass and Gordon Baird, "Acoustic Technique for buried mines sensing", 
Final Report, U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers Waterways Experiment Station, August 1986. 

• Kenneth E. Gilbert and James M. Sabatier, "Buried object detection", Final Report, Army Research 
Office, January 1987. 

• James M. Sabatier and Keith Attenborough, "Acoustic-to-seismic coupling; application of the Biot
Stoll model for wave propagation", Final Report, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Waterways 
Experiment Station, March 1987. 

• James M. Sabatier, "Pneumatic loudspeaker acoustic generation system", Technical Report, U.S. 
Army Construction Engineering Research Laboratory, Contract Number DACA 88-90-D-0047, 
December 1991. 

• James M. Sabatier, "Design of a low frequency, high intensity pneumatic loudspeaker", Final Report, 
U.S. Army Construction Engineering Research Laboratory, October 1992. 

• James M. Sabatier, "Integration of a large pneumatic loudspeaker", U.S. Army Construction 
Engineering Research Laboratory, November 1992. 
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• James M. Sabatier, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic Principles and Techniques In Soil and 
Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, January 1994. 

• James M. Sabatier, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic Principles and Techniques In Soil and 
Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, March 1995. 

• James M. Sabatier, Final Technical Report, Office ofNaval Research, Contract Number Nooo14-93-
1-0569, June 1995. 

• James M. Sabatier, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic Principles and Techniques In Soil and 
Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, March 1996. 

• James M. Sabatier, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic Principles and Techniques In Soil and 
Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, December 1997. 

• James M. Sabatier, et al., Annual Report, Office ofNaval Research, December 1997. 
• James M. Sabatier, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic Principles and Techniques In Soil and 

Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, December 1998. 
• James M. Sabatier, et al., Final Report, Office ofNaval Research, December 1998. 
• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection, progress, status and 

management", Annual Technical Report Communications-Electronics Command, September 1998. 
• James M. Sabatier and Ning Xiang, "Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection, progress, status and 

management", Annual Technical Report Communications-Electronics Command, January 1999. 
• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic 

Principles and Techniques In Soil and Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation 
Laboratory, June 1999. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Annual Technical Report, Acoustic 
Principles and Techniques In Soil and Sedimentation Research, USDA National Sedimentation 
Laboratory, June 2000. 

• James M. Sabatier, Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection, Final Report, U.S. Army 
Communications-Electronics Command, September 2000. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Annual Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, June 2001. 

• James M. Sabatier, Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection, Annual Technical Report, U.S. Army 
CECOM, April2001. 

• James M. Sabatier, Delta Area Physics, Physical Science, and Applied Mathematics Project, Final 
Report, MS Institutes of Higher Learning, March 2002. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Annual Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 2002. 

• James M. Sabatier, Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection, Final Report, U.S. Army 
Communications-Electronics Command, March 2003. 

• James M. Sabatier, Optical Measurements of Ground Vibrations, Final Technical Report, Office of 
Naval Research, March 2004. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Annual Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 2003. 

• James M. Sabatier, Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors, Annual Technical 
Report, U.S. Army Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering Center, 
February 2004. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Annual Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 2004. 
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• James M. Sabatier, Tilt Sensor Vibration Measurement System, Final Technical Report, Army 
Research Office, September 2004. 

• James M. Sabatier, Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors, Annual Technical 
Report, U.S. Army Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering Center, 
February 2005. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Annual Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 2005. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Acoustic Principles and Techniques in 
Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment Transport Management, Final Technical 
Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 2005. 

• James M. Sabatier, Robust Feature Extraction and Fusion for Land Mine Detection, Final Report, 
Scientific Systems Company, Inc., October 2005. 

• James M. Sabatier, Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors, Annual Technical 
Report, U.S. Army Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering Center, 
February 2006. 

• James M. Sabatier and Thomas G. Muir, Workshop on Real-Time Detection of 
Clandestine Shallow Tunnels, Army Research Office, April 2006. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Development of Acoustic and 
Seismic Technology to Characterize Soils, Assess Water Content, and Reduce 
Production Costs, Annual Technical Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 
2006. 

• James M. Sabatier, Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors, Annual Technical 
Report, U.S. Army Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering Center, 
January 2007. 

• James M. Sabatier, Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors, Final Technical 
Report, U.S. Army Communications-Electronics Research, Development, and Engineering Center, 
August 2007. 

• Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, Development of Acoustic and 
Seismic Technology to Characterize Soils, Assess Water Content, and Reduce 
Production Costs, Annual Technical Report, USDA National Sedimentation Laboratory, July 
2007. 

DISSERTATIONS DIRECTED 

• "Acoustic propagation in fractal porous media", David Craig, University ofMississippi, August 1995. 
• "The effect of water vapor on sound propagation in unconsolidated porous materials", Yunlong 

Wang, University of Mississippi, December 1997. 
• "The acoustic behavior of a laboratory gassy sediment", Doru Velea, University of Mississippi, 

August 1998. 
• "Ultrasonic backscattering to determine surface roughness", Michael Oelze, University of 

Mississippi, August 2000. 
• "A model for the acoustic behavior of plastic, blast-hardened, anti-tank landmines," William C. 

Kirkpatrick Alberts II, University of Mississippi, December 2005. 

THESES DIRECTED 

"Measurement and calculation of acoustic propagation constants in arrays of small air-filled 
rectangular tubes", University of Mississippi, Heui-Seol Roh, 1991. 
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• "Acoustical characteristics of a very low frequency sound source", Sean Neill, University of 
Mississippi, August 1993. 

• "The influence of shallow soil layer on shallow refraction and acoustic-seismic measurements", Hari 
Eswaran, University of Mississippi, January 1994. 

• "Attenuation of sound due to mass transfer", Jeremy Webster, University of Mississippi, August 
1995. 

• "Effects of angle incidence on the determination of tortuosity and flow resistivity", George Node, 
University ofMississippi, May 2000. 

• "Influence of the Biot Type-II wave on the angular dependence of the coupling of sound into the 
ground", Chris McNeill, University of Mississippi, May 2008. 

POST DOCTORAL STUDENTS 

• W. Patrick Arnott, 1989-1991, Laser-Doppler vibrometer measurements of acoustic to seismic 
coupling 

• Craig Hickey, 1994-1997, Measurements of two types of dilatational waves m air-filled 
unconsolidated sand 

• James Chambers, 1994-1997, Grazing incidence propagation over a soft rough surface 
• Miguel Bernard, 1994-1996, Permanent removal of the wall porosity in monolithic catalyst support 

ceramics 
• Carl Frederickson, 1991-1995, Acoustic characterization of rigid frame air-filled porous media using 

both reflection and transmission measurements 
• Jorg Berkenhagen, 1998-1999, Acoustic measurement of wetting and drying cycles of soils 
• Vincent Valeau, 1999-2000, Development of time-frequency representation for acoustic detection of 

buried objects 
• Andi Petculescu, 2002-2003, Air-coupled ultrasonic sensing of grass-covered vibrating surfaces; 

qualitative comparisons with laser Doppler vibrometry 
• Yi Mao, 1994-1996, Sound attenuation in a cylindrical tube due to evaporation-condensation 
• Doru Velea, 1998-2001, An effective fluid model for landmine detection using acoustic to seismic 

coupling 
• Ning Xiang, 1998-2000, An experimental study on anti-personnellandmine detection using acoustic

to-seismic coupling 
• Zhiqu Lu, 2001-2002, Effects of Compaction on the Acoustic Velocity in Soils 

CONTRACTS AND GRANTS 

• "Detection of Buried Objects," March 1988- March 1989, $40,000, U. S. Army Research Office. 
• "Acoustic Techniques for Soil Characterization," July 1987 through June 1992, $636,285, U. S. 

Department of Agriculture. 
• "Acoustic to Seismic Coupling: Buried Object Detection," July 1988 through June 1989, $71,963, 

Office ofNaval Research. 
• "Pneumatic Loudspeaker Acoustic Generation System," July 1990 through June 1992, $300,000, U. 

S. Army Construction Engineering Research Laboratory. 
• "Testing of Pneumatic Loudspeaker," $64,000, July 1992 through June 1993, Physical Sciences 

Laboratory. 
• "Attenuation Mechanisms," $70,000, Henry E. Bass and James M. Sabatier, July 1995 through June 

1996, Office ofNaval Research. 
• "Gassy Sediments," $275,000, Henry E. Bass and James M. Sabatier, July 1995 through June 1996, 

Office ofNaval Research. 
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• "Delta Area Physics, Physical Science, and Applied Mathematics Project," $1,379,183, James M. 
Sabatier, July 1997 through 31 March 2002, Mississippi Institutions of Higher Learning, Mississippi 
Board ofTrustees. 

• "Acoustic Principles and Techniques in Soil and Sedimentation Research, $2,058,930, Henry E. Bass, 
James M. Sabatier, Robert E. Derrow II, and James P. Chambers, July 1995 through June 2000, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 

• "Acoustic Principles and Techniques in Support of Soil Resource, Stream Flow, and Sediment 
Transport Management, $3,256,192.80, Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, 
July 2000 through June 2005, U. S. Department of Agriculture. 

• "Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection," $1,566,406, James M. Sabatier, September 1997 through 
September 2000, U. S. Army Communications-Electronics Command, Night Vision and Electronic 
Sensors Directorate. 

• "Model-Based Signal Processing of LDV Data for Mine Detection," Paul Goggans, James M. 
Sabatier, and Craig Hickey, $217,942, March 1999 through February 2002, U.S. Army Research 
Office. 

• "Conference for Soil Porosity Studies," $5000, James M. Sabatier, July 1997 through 1998, Soil 
Science Society of America 

• "Acoustic Technology for Mine Detection," $4,699,254, James M. Sabatier, March 2000 through 
March 2003, U. S. Army Communications-Electronics Command, Night Vision and Electronic 
Sensors Directorate. 

• "Fusion of Acoustic and Ground Penetrating Radar Sensors," $15,715,004, James M. Sabatier, 
August 2002 through February 2006, US Army Communications - Electronics Research, 
Development, and Engineering Command, Night Vision and Electronic Sensors Directorate. 

• "Optical Measurements of Ground Vibrations, $170,000, James M. Sabatier, March 2002 through 
September 2003, Office ofNaval Research. 

• "False Indicators to Acoustic-to-Seismic Buried Landmine Detection," $999,725, James M. Sabatier, 
July 2002 through June 2005, Office ofNaval Research. 

• "Enhanced Equipment for Acoustic Detection of Buried Land Mines," $301,830, James M. Sabatier, 
August 2001 through March 2002, Office of Naval Research. 

• "Intergovernmental Personnel Act Assignment: James M. Sabatier," $337,209, James M. Sabatier, 
July 2001 through June 2003, US Army Communications-Electronics Command, Night Vision and 
Electronic Sensors Directorate. 

• "Tilt Sensor Vibration Measurement System," $67,219, James M. Sabatier, April 2003 through June 
2004, Army Research Office. 

• "Acoustic Landmine Detection Data Support," $10,000, James M. Sabatier, January 2003 through 
January 2004, Scientific Systems Company Incorporated. 

• "Robust Feature Extraction and Fusion for Land Mine Detection," James M. Sabatier, $80,000, April 
2004 through November 2005, Scientific Systems Company Incorporated. 

• "Human signatures for Personnel Detection," $750,000, James M. Sabatier, March 2004 through 
December 2009, Georgia Institute ofTechnology (MURI Grant from the Army Research Office). 

• "Development of Acoustic and Seismic Technology to Characterize Soils, Assess Water Content, and 
Reduce Production Costs," $805,279, Henry E. Bass, James M. Sabatier, and James P. Chambers, 
July 2005 through June 2010, US Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service. 

• "Workshop on Real Time Detection of Clandestine Shallow Tunnels," $31,000, James M. Sabatier, 
November 2005 through November 2006, Army Research Office. 

• "Passive, Non-Contact Acoustic Detection and Localization of Tunnels and Tunneling Activities," 
$445,853, James M. Sabatier, 2006-2009, Department of Defense. 

• "Test Support for Buried Landmine Detection," $30,975, James M. Sabatier, 2007-2008, Lite Cycles, 
Inc. 
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• "Increased ground vibration measurement speed for landmine detection," $280,920, 2007-2009, 
Army Research Office 

• "Acoustic/Seismic Technology to Characterize Geologic Bank Materials, Sediment Movement and 
Deposition in Surface Water, and Evaluate Dam Structural Stability," $138,566, 2007-2012, US 
Department of Agriculture 
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AMD Testimony- Board of Supervisors 2/18/2014 

Good Evening. I am AnnMarie DeArment,. I live at 409 

Bellevue Lane. 

My family and I have always taken comfort in the historical 

philosophy of the County to retain and protect its rural, 

agricultural nature through it's Comprehensive Plan. The 

Comprehensive Plan states its PRIMARY purpose is to preserve 

Agricultural-OpenSpace-Conservation and Forested Land and 

stresses the need to guard the natural resources of the County, 

encouraging commercial growth in the towns of Berryville and 

Boyce, Waterloo and Double Tollgate, and NOT in rural areas. 

Why would the Board approve a kennel in my rural AOC 

neighborhood? 

Bellevue Lane was designed as a private one-lane gravel 

road serving 5 farms, NOT designed for commercial traffic. I 

drive, bike and walk my grandchildren on Bellevue Lane. 
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There are 2 blind spots, and if two vehicles meet, one must 

back up or pull into one of 3 driveways. Safety is always an 

issue. The County does not pay for maintaining our road. We 

residents do. Traffic would be compounded exponentially by 

this business, its employees and its customers. Commercial 

traffic on Bellevue Lane, including heavy tanker trucks, would 

cause a safety hazard and an unfair financial burden on all of 

us. AND we will be faced with the possibility of noise from 

dogs and traffic from 7:00a.m. to 9:00p.m.- ALL of our 

waking hours! This is UNACCEPTABLE! 

The Comprehensive Plan also pledges to preserve and 

protect natural resources. Roseville Run goes thru our 

property, and there is karst soil here and underground aquifers 

that can be easily contaminated. We are concerned about the 

negative ecological consequences that could affect our drinking 

water from waste leakage and spills from waste-hauling trucks. 
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Let's face it: Their dog rescue operation is an attempt to 

make a commercial business appear to be a philanthropic 

endeavor. I love dogs and support dog rescue operations, too. 

However, dogs are not considered agricultural animals in 

Virginia, but are companion animals. The proposal for what 

they now call a ({rescue/kennel" keeps morphing, but it 

remains a commercial service business offering dog boarding, 

dog day-care, classes, parties, and retail sales. They have 

incorporated into an LLC, and that will limit their personal 

liability if an accident, a spill, or a tragedy occurs. Will the 

County or residents have any way to collect damages, or have 

the resources to police activities? Who will be responsible? 

In addition, supporters of this kennel have vandalized 

information posters on pubic bulletin boards, thrown away 

flyers and stolen signs on my private property. The Applicant 

has sued our Planning Commission Representative in order to 

deprive us of representation. We have found the proponents 
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I • 

to be less than honorable in their dealings. But CHARACTER 

should matter!!! 

I ASK THE BOARD TO Please uphold the objectives of the 

Comprehensive Plan and protect our AOC neighborhood. 

Please maintain the integrity of our land, and PLEASE say uNO" 

to this special use permit. 
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Public Hearing 

My name is Danielle Donohue, and my husband and I live at 165 Bellevue Lane with our three year old 

and six month old. Our home, our greatest financial asset, is only 195 feet from the private gravel single 

car lane that this business would inundate with traffic. We settled in Clarke County because of its 

commitment to slow growth. If followed, our county code and comprehensive plan will protect us from 

the business in question today. 

When I walk on our road, I have my infant in a stroller, my three year old at my side and my rescue dog's 

lead in my hand. On the rare occasions when we meet a neighbor, we shuffle down the slope next to 

the road, and I watch out near the blind spots. In staff alone, this business would essentially double the 

amount of traffic on our lane. Think of the traffic on your road. Now double it. Does that seem safe? 

Should my husband and I, public school teachers, be expected to pick up the tab for a road deteriorating 

under the weight of business traffic? The applicant's website describes 3 Dog Farm as "the perfect get 

away for your dog while you visit the local vineyards [and] sample local wines." The idea that 3 Dog 

Farm plans to babysit dogs while their owners drink and then drive down our lane past my children is 

irresponsible. So is denying that there will be any negative impact on the road. 

I hear the children at recess at Boyce Elementary a mile away from our home. This business plans to 

build at the crest of the hill just beyond our front yard. Should we have to be assaulted by sounds of 

traffic, hollering trainers, and up to 40 barking dogs broadcasting from 7am to 9pm? According to our 

county code, no. 

The applicant has lured supporters by representing the operation as purely a rescue and rehabilitation 
facility. They've handed out cookies and asked: "If you believe in animal rescue and don't think dogs 
should be caged all day," to support their project. It sounds noble, but there is nothing noble about 
misleading citizens or concealing the truth. We've attempted to inform our neighbors in the county of 
our reasons for opposition through flyers, which we've found in a stack in the nearest trash can or 
vandalized repeatedly. On January 20th, I watched one of the proponents of the project photograph the 
three signs on our property and take every flyer from the flyer box. Immediately following the rally for 
their supporters, those same three signs were stolen. The efforts to hide the full scope of this project 
are alarming, and Clarke County residents deserve to know the facts. 3 Dog Farm plans to house very 
few rescue dogs in need of homes and has described its business as "cater[ing] to city folks who want 
their dogs to play in the country." They charge $75 for overnight boarding. The applicant will not be 
resident, and she haJ,~perience defending owners of dangerous dogs. Who will take responsibility if 
there is an accident or attack? 

We have been painted as self-serving animal haters, an insulting diversion from the true issues. For the 
record, almost every person here today in opposition has companion animals. There are four dogs
two rescue dogs-living on Bellevue Lane alone, who would be driven crazy with constant barking from 
40 new neighbors. 

Conditioning this project would compromise residents' safety and serenity, as well as the character of 

our county. The 3 Dog Farm signs placed on the property yesterday violate the private covenants on the 

parcel. I have no confidence the applicant would treat the county's restrictions with any more respect. 

And what would be we willing to sacrifice? Our AOC land? The integrity of our conservation 

easements? The goals of our Comprehensive Plan? Our peace and quiet? The safety of our children? 
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February 18, 2014 
Public Hearing 

Please deny this special use permit. 

Especially Relevant Parts of the Clarke County Comprehensive Plan: 

Clarke County Comprehensive Plan 

Chapter 2, Objective 3, Policy 11 
Encourage and expand support for the Conservation Easement Purchase Program, both 
philosophically and financially, to protect natural resources important to preserving soils, 
watersheds, water quality, scenery, natural habitats, and air quality. 

Chapter2, Objective 3, Policy 13 
Ensure that the natural and/or cultural features of properties held in record Conservation 
Easements and state designated scenic rivers are protected when reviewing land use decisions, 
such as rezoning, special use, site plan, and subdivision requests on adjacent properties. 

Chapter 2, Objective 10, Policy 3 
Encourage new or expanded businesses that have minimal impact on the County's sensitive 
environment and that do not adversely impact surrounding properties with excessive noise, odor, 
or light pollution. 

Sources: 

3 Dog Farm Facebook page 

https ://99designs. com/logo-design/ contests/ dog-fa rm-lc-needs-logo-201691 

3 Dog Farm website 
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From : Ron Light <finewoodworker@earthlink.net>

Subject : Please vote NO on the proposed Clarke County dog kennel

To : clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com, bevbmckay@gmail.com,
amweiss@visuallink.com, jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov,
bjb1971@verizon.net, dash@clarkecounty.gov

Clarke County lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov

Please vote NO on the proposed Clarke County dog kennel

Fri, Jan 17, 2014 06:55 PM

Dear Chairman Hobert and other members of the Clarke County Board of Supervisors;

The purpose of this email is to express our strong and unequivocal objection to the proposed dog
kennel, 3 Dog Farm, in Clarke County.  We live within 6/10ths of a mile of the proposed site, and
we can see the site from our property. 

We moved to Clarke County several years ago to enjoy the country side and peace and quiet
thereof; as many of our neighbors have already expressed to one or more of you, the proposed
dog kennel puts that peace and quiet at risk.  As well, we are concerned about our health and
safety from the potential effects the proposed dog kennel could bring, including increased traffic
and dust, and contamination to our groundwater supply.  As an environmental engineer with the
US Army I have seen many instances where groundwater supplies were unfit to use due to
industrial or commercial enterprise.  The proposed dog kennel, a commercial enterprise, offers
no guarantee that these same problems will not occur in Clarke County.  As you may know, it is
extremely costly to remediate a groundwater aquifer once it is tainted.  I seriously doubt the
applicant for this project has the wherewithal to undertake such a cleanup should contamination
occur.

I have spoken to all of my neighbors regarding this project, and not a single neighbor is in favor
of allowing the dog kennel to proceed.  I know that the applicant has canvassed Berryville and
other local areas for support: as two of the people who will be directly affected by the proposed
dog kennel,  we urge you to deny any special use permit and deny the applicant's request to
build the proposed dog kennel in Clarke County.  This proposed commercial enterprise will have
a lasting and negative effect on our quality of life, our health and safety, and our home's value, if
you allow it to proceed.  

We look forward to seeing you all at the meeting on 21 January. 

Sincerely,

Ronald N. Light, Colonel (Retired), US Army Corps of Engineers
Elizabeth A. Light
146 Morning Star Lane, Boyce, VA 22620
540.837.2089
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My name is Lowell Smith, and I also represent my wife Elyse Smith and her service 

dog, Mica. 

2548 Crums Church Rd., Russell District 

The applicant asks Clarke County to renege on the efforts that its citizens and tax 
payers have made to set aside open space land under our conservation easement 
program. Moreover, tax payers across the Commonwealth have also contributed 

their tax dollars for the benefit of conserving our Clarke County open space and 

agricultural lands in perpetuity. If you, our County Board, were to approve this 
application before you, it would send a clear signal to all that conservation in 
perpetuity through our easement program in Clarke County only means until it 
becomes expeditious to develop the conserved land for some commercial purpose. 
This would be a very serious precedent to set, one that would lead Elyse and me, as 
past contributors to our conservation easement program, to reconsider our further 
contribution to the Clarke County program. And, I don't think that we would be 

alone in this regard. 

Again, this abrogation of our very successful conservation easement program would 
be a serious, and dangerous, precedent for you to set. But, there is another serious 

and dangerous precedent that this would also set. Your approval of this permit 
could start us down the slippery slope of allowing Concentrated Animal Feeding 
Operations into Clarke County, for there is little to separate conceptually a 
concentration of dogs, and a concentration of feeding steers---factory farms. The 

same code section 3-A-1-a-3, in its sub-section (m), "Processing of Agricultural 
Products Not Totally Produced in Clarke County", could be interpreted to allow 
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in our AOC zoning district. I'm not 
suggesting that this Board would make such a mistake, but the precedent would be 

set for another, less discriminating, Board to do so. 

These ar1;~Aex;r~ iwpo~~:,e;z1~ y/9~ill be setting in your decision 
on this pet!i~ omary deC1Si'6n;'~es~ 6f "ti6'tilust be made. Choose one road 
or the other. ~urge---na~plore---you to take the conservative fork in the road, 
that of protecting our conservation easement lands from inappropriate uses. Let us 

continue and build on our record of cherishing and expanding the hard won 
protections for our open space from commercial development. This is not the time 
or place for retrenchment. 
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Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=27098&tz=Arnerica/ .. 

1 ~+ 1 

Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Carl Hale Request for Sepcial Use Permit for Animal Rehab 

From: Nancy Rinehartmanning <rinehartmanning@aol.com> Tue, Feb 18, 2014 01:32PM 

Subject: Carl Hale Request for Sepcial Use Permit for Animal 
Rehab 

To: bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Mr. Hale is attempting to do a very humanitarian thing which the county of Clarke as well 
as all surrounding counties should encourage people to do. He is preventing the death and 
illness of animals that would otherwise starve, become ill and suffer unnecessarily. I urge 
you to grant the permit he is requesting and to encourage other counties to do the same 
thing. Please allow people to help the animals. 

Nancy Rinehart-Manning 
rinehartmanning@aol.com 

'>11 Q/')()1 ..i ..i·1.0 PM 
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Animal Rehab Special Use Pennit 

From: Connie Evans <clevans1120@gmail.com> 

Subject : Animal Rehab Special Use Permit 

To: bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Dear Sir: 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Tue, Feb 18, 2014 03:38 PM 

I am writing to voice my opinion regarding the proposed Animal Rehab Special Use Permit 
which is scheduled for hearing tonight. I am 100% in favor. 

I personally have adopted two rescue animals and I do thank God for bringing "Hobo" and 
"Strider" into my life. I hate to think of where they would have ended up if it weren't for the 
compassionate and humane people who rescued them from certain death. I also thank God 
for these people and the community that knew the importance of such a facility. 

The plans for this Animal Rehab have been researched right down to the number of animals 
allowed, number of employee to rescue animal ratios, water usage, etc. Issues of noise, 
waste and odor have been addressed and should be of no concern to anyone. I have seen 
the plans for this facility. It is beautiful and looks like any barn in the area (with the 
exception that it is newer). This barn/facility is to be located in the center of 90+ acres. 
I truly cannot think of any honest reason why this facility should not be built. I can however 
think of a dozen reasons why it should! 

Sincerely, 

Connie L. Evans 

')/1 Qf')(l1 A A·~ 1 D~A 
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Iryna Keifer 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

To whom it may concern, 

Office < Office@potomacanimalhospital.com > 

Monday, January 20, 2014 8:20 AM 
Kevin Miller 
Potomac Animal Hospital 

I would like to inform you ofthe outstanding job Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc did to successfully control 
noise levels in my animal hospital, over a decade ago. Through appropriate construction techniques for indoor 
animals we are able to board 20-40 animals without any noise issues. 
Sincerely, 
Dr. Michael Scott 

Potomac Animal Hospital 
10020 River Road 
Potomac, MD 20854 
Phone: 301-299-4142 
Fax: 301-299-7605 
Email: Office@PotomacAnimalHospital.com 

1 
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SPECIAL USE / SITE PLAN (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
December 17, 2013 Board of Supervisors Meeting – SET PUBLIC HEARING 
STAFF REPORT– Department of Planning  
 
------------------------------------------------ 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed land use request.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested 
in this request. 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Case Summary 
 
Applicant(s): 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
 
Location: 

- 300 block of Bellevue Lane, Tax Map #20-2-9 
- White Post Election District (Bouffault, Brumback – Planning Commission; McKay – 

Board of Supervisors) 
- Zoned Agricultural-Open Space-Conservation (AOC) 

 
Parcel Size/Project Area:  91.350 acres 
 
Request: 
Approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) and Site Plan to construct a commercial boarding 
kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
Purpose of Request: 
To provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive 
homes for dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following duly advertised public hearings on November 1, 2013 and December 6, 2013, the 
Planning Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm NAY; Staelin, Nelson 
ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the special use permit request.  The Commission also 
voted 7-2-2 (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the 
site plan approval request. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
 Recommend setting Public Hearing for the January 21, 2014 Board meeting. 
 Staff recommends approval of the special use permit request based on the Applicant’s 

proposal meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff has also 
included a proposed framework for special use permit conditions for the Board’s 
consideration (see full discussion later in this report).   

 Staff recommends conditional approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language 
in the Septic Computations plan note to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the 
septic system for clarity purposes. 
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Facts: 
The Applicant, Gina Schaecher, proposes to construct a commercial boarding kennel and animal 
shelter for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for dogs including the boarding and 
training of dogs.  Happy Tails Development, LLC is the entity that would develop the facility 
and according to the Applicant’s supplementary narrative, 3 Dog Farm, LC, would be the 
operational entity to provide the kennel and kennel-related services if the special use permit 
(SUP) and site plan are approved.   
 
The Applicant has provided a Narrative of Operations stating that 3 Dog Farm provides daycare, 
boarding, training, behavioral and medical rehabilitation services for dogs that have been 
adopted and dogs affiliated with a rescue organization.  The narrative also states that 3 Dog Farm 
has worked with the Appalachian Great Pyrenees Rescue and Lost Dog Rescue “to rehabilitate 
and re-home displaced dogs as well as dog guardians that are seeking a working environment for 
the care and training of their dog.”  Based upon this description, the proposed use would be 
categorized as a Commercial Boarding Kennel and an Animal Shelter in the AOC District as 
defined by the Zoning Ordinance.  Additional elements provided in the narrative further describe 
the details of the proposed use.  These details are evaluated later in this staff report. 
 
Subject Property 
The subject property is 91.35 acres in size.  It is accessed via the west side of Bellevue Lane, a 
private road.   The property has approximately 487 feet of frontage on Old Winchester Road (Rt. 
723) but does not have an access point on the public road.  The kennel complex would be located 
to the north of the center of the property approximately 500 feet from the northern property line 
shared with the Sell property.  The facility would also be located 596 feet from the northwestern 
property line, 1111 feet from the southeastern property line, 900 feet from the eastern property 
line and over 1300 feet from Rt. 723.  There are five homes located within 1500 feet of the 
proposed facility:  1437 Old Winchester Road (E. Sell, +770 feet), 196 Bellevue Lane (Peck, 
+1000 feet), 918 Morning Star Lane (Senyitko, +1400 feet), 165 Bellevue Lane (Donohue, 
+1500 feet), and 1321 Old Winchester Road (R. Sell, +1500 feet). 
 
Planning Staff conducted a site visit on October 18.  The proposed building site is located along 
a ridge line at the highest point on the property.  The building site is currently an open field that 
has been recently farmed.  Adjacent to the site to the east and north is an old fence line 
containing numerous trees.  Some of these existing trees would be removed to accommodate the 
building construction, and the Applicant’s arborist has recommended removal of three mulberry 
trees due to their health and potential impact on parking areas.  Additional landscaping in the 
form of evergreen trees would be planted along the northern property line (see discussion 
below).   
 
The facility’s drainfield would be located northeast of the building site opposite the fence line.  
Liquid waste produced from the dogs kept in the kennel including water used to wash down the 
indoor runs would be held in a separate holding tank that would be periodically pumped and 
hauled off to a disposal facility by a contractor.  The liquid dog waste would not be permitted in 
the septic system.  The holding tank is shown on the site plan located in the front of the kennel 
building. 
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The site is accessed via an approximately 1600 foot long driveway with an entrance on Bellevue 
Lane.  The driveway currently is mostly dirt with several deep ruts that require the use of 4 
wheel drive vehicles when wet.  The Applicant has not included a plan for improving the 
driveway and may not need to include it in the erosion control plan if there is only minor grading 
and placement of gravel.  Planning Staff would work with the Applicant on this issue if the 
special use permit and site plan are ultimately approved. 
 
The subject property is under permanent conservation easement held by the Virginia Outdoors 
Foundation (VOF).  Planning Staff received a copy of a letter addressed to the current property 
owner from VOF indicating that the proposed use is consistent with the terms of the conservation 
easement.  VOF also noted that proposed signage for the facility can be no larger than 9 square 
feet and cautioned that there riparian buffers on the property that must be maintained. 
 
Proposed Facility 
The Applicant proposes to construct an approximately 3,200 square foot, two-story building to 
house the kennel.  §3-C-2-kk-3 of the Zoning Ordinance only permits Commercial Boarding 
Kennels as an accessory use to a single family detached dwelling.  In order to comply with this 
provision, the Applicant will also construct a 2,000 square foot, one-bedroom detached dwelling 
on the property.  The Applicant originally proposed to satisfy this requirement with an 
approximately 600 square foot caretaker apartment to be located on the second floor of the 
kennel building.  Following consultation with the County Attorney, it was determined that an 
apartment within the kennel building would not constitute a single family detached dwelling.  As 
a result, the Applicant amended the site plan to depict the 2,000 square foot detached dwelling. 
 
§3-C-2-kk-3 requires that the dogs be confined in an enclosed building that is climate controlled 
and constructed of sound absorbing materials.  The Applicant’s narrative indicates that the 
kennel building will be climate controlled and constructed of poured 8-inch concrete walls with 
insulation, block glass, commercial doors and acoustical tiles to absorb sound.  The Applicant 
further stated in the narrative that the concrete wall design will reduce dog barking at 80 decibels 
to 27 decibels, and also stated that doors and windows will not be left open when dogs are in the 
facility.  The Applicant provided a November 15, 2013 letter from their sound consultant (Miller, 
Beam, and Paganelli) that anticipates a 30 decibel reduction based on the building construction 
and a potential 35 decibel reduction if windows and doors are upgraded to ensure that any 
ventilation openings are attenuated.    
 
The Applicant has provided a layout of the kennel building interior.  Twenty double-occupancy 
indoor kennels (maximum 40 dogs) would be located on the first floor with trench drains serving 
each kennel for disposal of waste water produced by the dogs and from washing down of the 
runs.  The remainder of the first floor would consist of a reception area, indoor daycare room, 
grooming and bathing areas, a restroom, and food prep area.  The second floor is listed as 
storage.  The Applicant notes that the kennel building would be “a gambrel style barn and will 
have board and baton siding to conform to the agricultural environment.”  At the Planning 
Commission’s December 6 Public Hearing, the Applicant provided an architectural rendering of 
the proposed kennel building consistent with the aforementioned description. 
 
§3-C-2-kk-3 also allows the facility to have a fenced exercise area that must be at least 500 feet 
from any property line if not fully enclosed.  The Applicant proposes a fenced training area at the 
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rear of the kennel building divided into five separate fenced areas for large dog exercise, agility, 
covered play, small dog exercise, and training.  Two additional fenced areas are shown for sheep 
and chickens.  All of the fenced areas would retain grass and both internal and external fences 
would be 6 feet high.  There would be no outside dog runs allowed per Ordinance requirements. 
 
Proposed Operations 
§3-C-2-kk-3 imposes limitations on the Applicant’s proposed use.  Hours of operation are not 
permitted to be earlier than 7:00AM or later than 9:00PM, and dogs must be confined to the 
enclosed building from 9:00PM to 6:00AM.  Dogs may be taken outdoors briefly in exceptional 
cases during these hours but must be escorted by kennel staff.  A question was raised during the 
Commission’s deliberations regarding the Ordinance language indicating that dogs must be 
confined in the building until 6:00AM each day but that hours of operation cannot begin earlier 
than 7:00AM.  Staff notes that dogs would be permitted in the fenced training area from 
6:00AM-7:00AM for outdoor exercise and to relieve themselves but training activities would not 
be permitted during this hour. 
 
Per the Applicant’s narrative and subsequent letters, the facility would be operated as follows: 
 
 Hours of operation. Hours are not specified but would be within ordinance parameters 

noted above.  A staff member will remain on premises at all times when dogs are at the 
kennel facility.  The facility would not be open to the general public and access to the 
facility would be by invitation or appointment only.   
 

 Staffing.  The Applicant indicates that staffing would consist of a total of 9 people – a 
resident manager, five trainers/care providers, Gina Schaecher, Bob Schaecher, and 
Michael Williams.  Details on the duties and experience of the staff are included in the 
narrative.  The resident manager would have one dog and two cats as pets that are not 
part of the kennel operation.   
 

 Daycare function.  Dogs would be brought to and from the facility by kennel staff and 
would be permitted outdoors for exercises/activities in the fenced exercise area.  Dogs 
would be divided into groups of 6-8 dogs supervised by a staff member at all times and 
would be rotated through the various training stations in the fenced exercise area.   
 

 Boarding function.  Overnight boarding would be available to customers by appointment 
only as well as for the dogs that are part of the rescue operation.  Dogs that are boarded 
would be provided outdoor exercise as noted above.  A resident manager would remain 
onsite to care for the dogs overnight. 
 

 Training function.  Individualized training for dogs is also offered and would operate 
under the same parameters as the daycare and boarding functions. 
 

 Events.  The Applicant indicates in the Narrative of Operations that on-site events would 
be held periodically for charitable and educational purposes.  The events would be by 
invitation only, 1-2 times per year, and would last from 11:00AM-5:00PM.  Planning 
Staff has advised the Applicant that any events with 150 or more attendees would require 
a special event permit issued by the Board of Supervisors. 
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It should be noted that the Applicant indicated in a December 2 letter that they do not 
anticipate having more than 3 events per year and this point was not clarified at the 
December 6 Planning Commission meeting.  Staff will work with the Applicant to clarify 
the maximum number of events per year. 
 

 Training classes for humans.  The Applicant also indicated that training classes would be 
offered to human customers on various topics related to the operation.  Planning Staff 
requested additional information on the frequency of classes, hours, and maximum 
number of students in order to gauge the impact of this function on surrounding 
properties.  The Applicant responded by noting in the December 2 letter that there would 
be a maximum of four training classes offered per year. 
 

 Breeding/sale of dogs.  Breeding and sale of dogs would not take place at the facility.  
The Applicant indicated that from time to time they have accepted a pregnant dog for the 
purpose of caring for the puppies and re-homing the dogs.   
 

 Retail sales.  No retail sales to the general public will be allowed.  The Applicant states 
that items for purchase such as dog treats will be offered for purchase by customers of the 
facility. 
 

 Waste removal.  The Applicant states that all solid waste produced by the dogs would be 
collected, containerized, and taken to a landfill.  As noted above, liquid waste and waste 
water would be held in a holding tank, pumped, and hauled off-site for disposal.   
 

Site Plan     
The Applicant’s current site plan iteration is dated October 3, 2013 and has been reviewed by 
Planning Staff and reviewing agencies. Modified plan sheets dated October 31, 2013 were also 
submitted to address concerns with outdoor lighting, landscaping, and septic system notes. 
Aspects of the site plan are discussed separately below: 
 
Location and Access  
As noted above, the subject property is located approximately 2 miles west of Boyce on Old 
Winchester Road (Rt. 723).  The property is accessed through Bellevue Lane.  Bellevue Lane 
was previously approved by VDOT and constructed to minor commercial entrance standards.  
The Applicant’s engineer has provided a trip generation for the facility using the Institute for 
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual.  The facility would produce 4 vehicle 
trips per day per 1,000 square feet of floor space, or a total of 13 vehicle trips per day.  VDOT 
estimates 10 trips per day for residences.   
 
Bobby Boyce (VDOT) reviewed the request, indicating that the proposed use would not impact 
Bellevue Lane’s existing commercial entrance and that VDOT has no outstanding concerns.  
Bellevue Lane was approved in 2005 along with VDOT approval of the existing minor 
commercial entrance.  
 
Stormwater 
The proposed project has less than a 1% stormwater flow over the subject property and no 
stormwater management tools such as detention ponds will be necessary.  Elizabeth Adamowicz 
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(Chester Engineers) provided a letter on October 18, 2013 recommending approval of the site 
plan, erosion control plan, and stormwater management plan components.  She previously 
provided a comment letter on September 6 requesting changes that the Applicant’s engineer has 
since addressed.  
 
Water, Waste Water Disposal, and Solid Waste Disposal 
The Applicant applied for and received initial approval of the well and septic system by the 
Virginia Department of Health (VDH).  However, on October 24, 2013, VDH staff issued a 
supplementary review letter requesting clarification of a discrepancy on the site plan regarding 
the number of gallons per day per employee and the design of the system.  The septic system was 
previously approved for 5 employees and a one bedroom dwelling.  This issue was ultimately 
clarified with a revision to the Septic Computations note to correctly indicate that there would be 
20 gallons per day of waste water per employee. 
 
An additional issue was raised during the Commission’s review of the request regarding the total 
capacity of the septic system.  The Septic Computations note indicates a total usage of 250 
gallons per day between the employee usage and the waste water produced by the dwelling.  This 
led to questions from the Commissioners regarding whether additional uses, such as training 
classes and events, would exceed the total usage shown in the Septic Computations note.  The 
Applicant indicated that the septic system was designed with built-in excess capacity.  VDH 
confirmed that the approved septic system design would accommodate a maximum of 450 
gallons per day.  Staff recommends that the Applicant provide additional language in the Septic 
Computations note to indicate the maximum capacity of the system (450 gallons per day) and the 
total projected usage (250 gallons per day) for clarity purposes.  This issue has been 
communicated to the Applicant and is currently listed as a condition of site plan approval.   
 
The solid waste from the kennel will be containerized and taken to the land fill.  The liquid waste 
produced by the dogs and from washing down the kennel runs will be captured in a holding tank 
where it will be pumped and hauled.  VDH does not regulate holding tank systems constructed 
exclusively for waste water produced by animals.  Therefore, VDH will not require any 
maintenance or inspections for the pump and haul system. 
 
Karst Plan 
Dan Rom (Piedment Geotechnical) reviewed the Applicant’s Karst Plan and provided an initial 
approval letter on August 18, 2013.  However, the scope of this approval was limited to review 
of the drainfield area.  After discussing this with Mr. Rom, he conducted further review of the 
Karst Plan and issued a full approval letter on October 9, 2013. No special conditions or 
mitigation measures are needed to address impact of karst features. 
 

Lighting and Signage 
 

 Lighting.  No free standing pole lighting is proposed.  The Applicant’s original site plan 
submission provided a photo of a proposed spotlight-style outdoor wall fixture that does 
not meet the Zoning Ordinance requirements for outdoor lighting.  An excerpt of the 
relevant section is quoted below: 
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6-H-11-a-1.  All exterior light fixtures shall be a full cut-off type.  Such light fixtures shall 
have flat cut-off lenses.   
 
The Applicant later provided a photo and specifications on a substitute wall fixture that 
also did not meet the outdoor lighting requirements.  That fixture was a box style wall 
pack fixture with bulbs that extend below the fixture housing and behind a lens that is not 
flat cut-off.  In response to Staff’s concerns, the Applicant provided a revised plan sheet 
(dated 10/31/2013) at the November 1 Commission meeting that now shows a wall 
fixture that is a full cut-off type with a flat cut-off lens.  This fixture meets the 
requirements of the outdoor lighting provisions. 
 

 Signage.  The maximum sign area for a special use permit in the AOC is 24 square feet.  
The applicant is proposing a sign approximately 16 square feet to be located at the front 
of the property along Rt. 723.  Staff does note that the letter from VOF confirming 
conformance of their use with the easement parameters also indicates that the signage 
requirements of the easement limit signs to a maximum of 9 square feet.  The County is 
unable to enforce the provisions of the VOF conservation easement on this issue as this is 
a private matter between VOF and the property owner. 

 
Parking  
Five (5) parking spaces are required by the Zoning Ordinance – one space for every four dog 
runs.  Eight (8) parking spaces are provided by the Applicant.  
 
Landscaping 
The Zoning Ordinance requires perimeter buffers of 25 feet to be maintained around the entire 
property, including the required caliper of deciduous and evergreen trees and shrubs.  In this 
case, the property is 91 acres and compliance with the literal interpretation of these provisions 
would be excessive since the kennel complex would only occupy a small portion of the property.  
Literal application for screening purposes would also be ineffective as the 25 foot perimeter 
buffer is also located at a much lower elevation than the building site and would not provide 
additional screening of the facility.  Furthermore, requiring plantings around the immediate 
building site would potentially draw attention to the kennel complex. 
 
Staff noted during our site visit that there is a gap in the existing landscaping along the northern 
property line adjacent to the Sell property that would allow the kennel to be visible at this 
location.  There are existing deciduous trees in this area but no evergreen trees so Staff advised 
the Applicant to provide supplemental planting of evergreen trees to Ordinance requirements in 
this area.  §6-H-10-c-2 requires evergreen trees to be included in buffer areas.  Subsection e-5 
requires evergreens to be at least six feet tall at the time of planting and be planted at least 10 feet 
apart.   
 
The Applicant’s revised plan sheet now depicts a row of 30 Leyland cypress trees with 10 foot 
spacing covering a 300 foot length of the northern property line in the area of concern noted by 
Staff.  With these proposed changes, Staff has no additional concerns with the landscaping 
requirements.   
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Prior Kennel and Animal Shelter Cases: 
Below is a list of the prior kennel and animal shelter cases reviewed since 1994.  In summation, 
the Board of Supervisors approved 3 kennel SUP requests (Patmore, Green Step, and Ashby Gap 
Kennels) and one animal shelter SUP request (Clarke County Animal Shelter).  One request for a 
kennel was denied by the Board in 2000 (Schoffstall) on grounds that there would be potential 
adverse impact on property values, the Millwood historic district, and the scenic byway on Route 
723.  The Clarke County Animal Shelter was the last of these cases to be reviewed in 2003 when 
the special use permit was amended. 
 
Of the kennels that were approved, two were permitted to have a maximum of 30 dogs and one 
was permitted to have 20 dogs.  Two were also permitted to have cats.  The Clarke County 
Animal Shelter was originally approved as an 18 run shelter and later amended their SUP to have 
a maximum of 34 dogs and 40 cats.  One kennel (Patmore) included special conditions to require 
dogs to be on a leash if outside of the kennel and prohibited noise generated that would 
constitute a nuisance.  Neither of the other two kennel SUPs included special use permit 
conditions.  The Clarke County Animal Shelter included special operating hours as a condition. 
 
1. Patmore (approved August 1994).  Commercial kennel on 15.7 acres located on 
 Wadesville Road.  Maximum 30 dogs not including dogs under 10 weeks old.  Dogs 
 cannot be outside the kennel without a leash.  No noise shall be generated that would 
 constitute a nuisance. 
 
2. Green Step (approved May 1995).  Commercial kennel on 211 acres located on Senseny 
 Road.  Maximum 30 dogs and 15 cats.  No additional special conditions. 
 
3. Ashby Gap Kennels (approved October 1995).  Commercial kennel on 2.5 acres located 
 on US 50/17.  20 run dog kennel and cat room.  No specified limits or conditions. 
 
4. Schoffstall (denied May 2000).  Commercial kennel on 53.23 acres located on Millwood 
 Road.  30 run kennel proposed that would be totally enclosed with no outside runs.  
 Opposition grounds included potential adverse impact on property values, the historic 
 district, and the scenic byway.  Numerous residents opposed the use at the public 
 hearings. 
 
5. Clarke County Animal Shelter (approved October 2001 and modified in 2003).  Animal 
 shelter on 10 acres located on Ramsburg Lane.  18 run shelter (expanded to 26 runs in 
 2003).  Maximum of 34 dogs and 40 cats.  Hours Monday-Friday 10AM-5PM, can be 
 open one night until 8:30, Saturday 10AM-2PM, Sunday 2PM-5PM. 
 
Citizen Comments: 
Staff has received a number of citizen comments in favor of an in opposition to this request.  
Copies of written comments, petitions, and supporting documentation are enclosed for your 
reference.  A copy of the draft minutes from the November 1, 2013 Public Hearing are also 
enclosed for your review. 
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Staff Analysis – Special Use Permit Review Criteria 
Evaluation of the special use permit request includes an in-depth analysis of 19 criteria set forth 
in §5-B-4 of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff comments on each criterion are included below. 
 
a. Will be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan of the County. 
 
Staff has not identified any aspects of the proposed use that would be inconsistent with the 
County’s Comprehensive Plan.     
 
b. Is consistent with Purpose and Intent of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
Staff has identified no elements of this project that would conflict with the Purposes and Intent of 
the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
c. Will not have an undue adverse impact on the short-term and long-term fiscal resources 
of the County for education, water, sewage, fire, police, rescue, solid waste disposal or other 
services, and will be consistent with the capital improvement goals and objectives of the  
 
Comprehensive Plan, to the end that growth of the community will be consonant with the 
efficient and economic use of public funds. 
 
The kennel facility would be served by private well and on-site septic system and would have no 
impact on public utilities.  The facility would also have no impact on schools or emergency 
services.  Solid waste disposal would also not be impacted as the Applicant would be responsible 
for taking the solid waste to a disposal facility or contracting with a disposal company.  Pump-
out of liquid waste from the holding tank would have a negligible impact on the County’s 
contract with Frederick County to accept and treat waste water from County sources. 
 
d. Will not cause an undue adverse effect on neighboring property values without furthering 
the goals of the Comprehensive Plan to the benefit of the County. 
 
Planning Staff has a concern with this criterion recommending an evaluation of a project’s 
impact on property values.  It is Staff’s opinion that the use of property values alone as an 
evaluation criterion can produce very subjective outcomes depending on the perspective of the 
particular appraiser.  Property values can vary due to a wide variety of elements and can be a 
very subjective determination that a proposed use is the sole source of a potential negative 
impact on property values.  Staff instead recommends evaluating the overall effect of tangible 
impacts such as noise, traffic, odor, safety, light pollution, and visual appearance to determine 
impacts on surrounding properties. 
 
e. Will not cause an undue adverse effect on the preservation of agricultural or forestal 
land. 
 
Staff has not identified any elements of the project that would adversely affect preservation of 
agricultural land.  As noted above, the property is currently in permanent conservation easement 
held by the Virginia Outdoors Foundation (VOF), who has determined that the proposed use 
would be consistent with the terms of the easement. 
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f. Will not cause unreasonable traffic congestion or unsafe conditions on existing or 
proposed public roads and has adequate road access. 
 
The facility would access Old Winchester Road (Rt. 723) via Bellevue Lane, a private road.  
Bellevue Lane has an approved commercial entrance with adequate sight distance to support the 
traffic that would be generated by the use. 
 
g.   Will not cause destruction of or encroachment upon historic or archeological sites, 
particularly properties under historic easement. 
 
Staff has not identified any historic or archaeological sites that would be impacted by the 
proposed use. 
 
h.   Will not cause an undue adverse effect on rare or irreplaceable natural areas, areas of 
outstanding natural beauty, state-designated scenic byways or scenic rivers or properties under 
open space easement. 
 
Staff has not identified any rare natural areas that would be impacted by the proposed use and the 
subject property is not located near the Shenandoah River.  Old Winchester Road (Rt. 723) is a 
state-designated scenic byway but the proposed facility would be located over 1300 feet to the 
south.  It is unlikely that the facility would be visible from Old Winchester Road.  In the event 
that it is visible, the facility has been designed to appear as an agricultural building and would 
not have an adverse impact on the byway. 
 
Properties adjacent to the subject property to the south are also held in permanent conservation 
easement but would not be impacted by the proposed use.  As noted above, a letter from the 
Virginia Outdoors Foundation (VOF) has been provided indicating that the proposed use is not 
inconsistent with the terms of VOF’s conservation easement held on the subject property.   
 
i.    Will not cause an undue adverse effect on wildlife and plant habitats. 
 
Staff has identified no potential adverse impacts to wildlife or plant habitats. 
 
j.   Will have sufficient water available for its foreseeable needs. 
 
The Virginia Department of Health (VDH) has approved installation of a new well to serve the 
kennel’s needs. 
 
k.   Will not cause unreasonable depletion of or other undue adverse effect on the water 
water source(s) serving existing development(s) in adjacent areas. 
 
The Applicant’s Karst plan has been reviewed and approved by the County’s consultant and 
demonstrates no hazards to adjacent groundwater supplies. 
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l.   Will not cause undue surface or subsurface water pollution. 
 
Approval of the Karst plan also demonstrates that there were no potential pollution hazards to 
subsurface water.  The Applicant’s stormwater management and erosion control plans will 
mitigate the potential for surface water pollution due to sedimentation during the construction 
process.  The Applicant is also providing a collection system to ensure that all liquid wastes 
produced by the kennel will be collected in a holding tank for later disposal.  No solid or liquid 
waste will be permitted to be discharged or buried in the grounds of the property.   
 
m.  Will not cause an undue adverse effect on existing or proposed septic systems in adjacent 
areas. 
 
Approval of the Karst plan demonstrates no potential hazards to existing or proposed septic 
systems in adjacent areas.   
 
n.   Will not cause unreasonable soil erosion.  
 
The Applicant’s stormwater and erosion control plans have been reviewed and approved by the 
County’s engineering consultant.  If the special use permit and site plan are approved, County  
 
staff will provide erosion control inspections throughout the construction process until 
completion and site stabilization. 
 
o.   Will have adequate facilities to provide safety from flooding, both with respect to 
proposed structures and to downhill/downstream properties. 
 
Staff has identified no risk of flooding for the facility or increased risk of flooding to adjacent 
properties. 
 
p.   Will not cause undue air pollution. 
 
The proposed facility will not generate any source of air pollution. 
 
q.   Will not cause undue noise, light or glare, dust, odor, fumes, or vibration. 
 
Noise from barking dogs in the outdoor training areas was a major point of discussion during the 
Commission’s deliberations.  Staff notes that by its very nature, the facility will generate noise 
from barking dogs as well as noise from additional vehicle trips to and from the property than is 
currently being experienced.  The subjective question is whether the noise impacts would be 
considered “undue.”  The Applicant ensures compliance with ordinance requirements by 
providing sound-mitigating building construction measures and by honoring the hours of 
operation requirements.  This should ensure that noise from the dogs is minimized to the furthest 
extent between the hours of 9:00PM and 6:00AM by confining them in the enclosed building.  
However, dogs will be permitted outdoors under supervision between the hours of 6:00AM-
9:00PM and potentially the maximum 40 dogs could be outside receiving training and exercise 
based on the Applicant’s operating parameters.  It is highly likely that barking would occur 
outdoors during these hours. 
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Staff has not been able to identify a standard or definition for the term, “undue,” to quantify what 
level of noise produced by the dogs in the outdoor training areas would be unreasonable.  Staff 
spoke with Sheriff Tony Roper to determine whether there was an established practice that the 
Sheriff’s Office used for processing noise complaints from barking dogs, and Sheriff Roper 
indicated that there was an insufficient amount of cases in recent years to provide us with any 
specific guidance.  Staff notes that the Sheriff’s Office is responsible for enforcement of noise 
complaints under applicable sections of the County Code and State law. 
 
The Board, however, has the authority to address this issue by establishing a condition that 
reduces the maximum number of dogs allowed outdoors at one time and/or by reduces the hours 
that dogs may be permitted in the fenced training areas at one time.  As this proposed facility is 
somewhat unique with the outdoor training component, Staff has not identified any past cases to 
provide guiding precedent on this matter or a record of sound impacts to use for comparison 
purposes.  Staff has included a framework of potential conditions (see below) for the Board’s 
consideration that includes conditions addressing the aforementioned issues based upon the 
Applicant’s operating parameters.   
 
r.   If in the AOC or FOC zoning districts, will not result in scale or intensity of land uses 
significantly greater than that allowed under the permitted uses for these districts. 
 
The scale and intensity of the proposed land use will not be significantly greater than other 
potential permitted uses allowed in the AOC district.  
 
s.    Will not cause a detrimental visual impact. 
 
Based upon the location of the facility on the subject property, the property’s size, and the 
proposed facility design, there should be no detrimental visual impact on adjacent and nearby 
properties. 
 
Analysis of Key Issues 
Below is a detailed analysis of key issues that were discussed during the Planning Commission’s 
deliberation of this request. 
 
Sound absorbing design – kennel building 
The Planning Commission expressed concerns about how the sound absorbing design of the 
kennel building would be evaluated and requested Staff to determine whether our engineering 
consultant could review and provide comments on the Applicant’s sound mitigation components 
for the kennel building.  Staff recently determined that our consultant, Anderson & Associates, 
has a working relationship with an engineering firm with this expertise and was looking into the 
logistics of having this firm review and comment on the Applicant’s materials. 
 
The Applicant stated in the December 2 letter that there is no mention of “soundproofing” in the 
Zoning Ordinance – Staff disagrees with this position.  3-C-2-kk of the Zoning Ordinance 
requires kennel buildings to be “constructed of sound absorbing materials so as to mitigate 
animal noise at the property line.”  The Applicant is correct in stating that there is no specific 
requirement that the sound-proofing design be certified by their engineer but is incorrect in 
stating that any inquiry with respect to soundproofing is irrelevant. 
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It is Staff’s opinion that this provision of the Zoning Ordinance gives us the authority to 
determine, through review by our engineering consultant, that a proposed kennel building is 
constructed with sound absorbing materials.  Since building construction plans are not required 
to be provided with a site plan, Staff has added new language to Condition #4 to require review 
of the sound absorbing measures at the time of building construction plan review and to 
determine degree of conformance with the site plan, special use permit, and Zoning Ordinance.  
Such review and approval would be required as part of the issuance of a building permit.  In 
addition to the building construction plans, Staff would also have our engineering consultant 
review the acoustical information provided in the Miller, Beam, & and Paganelli letter. 
 
Sound issues with dogs in the fenced training areas 
As noted above, another major concern discussed by the Commission is the impact of noise from 
barking dogs that would be permitted outside of the kennel building in the fenced training areas.  
The Applicant asserts that there is no proof that noise from the dogs barking in the fenced 
training areas would exceed current noise levels in the immediate areas, and has provided an 
acoustical analysis of the noise impact to support this position.  The Applicant further states that 
existing sound conditions “greatly surpasses” any potential sound impact that would be 
generated by the proposed facility.  The Applicant cites air traffic from nearby Winchester 
Regional Airport and helicopter traffic as existing sources of noise.  Adjoining property owners 
have also asserted that the dogs would generate significant noise and provided background 
information to support their position.   
 
The Applicant’s current project parameters would allow potentially a maximum of 40 dogs to be 
in the fenced training areas from 7:00AM to 9:00PM as noted in proposed Conditions #6 and #7.  
Given the wide variation in dog breeds, temperaments, behavioral patterns and other variables, 
Staff has identified no reasonable or enforceable methods to guarantee that the noise generated 
through the dogs in the outdoor training areas will remain at or below a certain decibel level.  
The letter provided by the Applicant’s acoustical consultant provides the result of testing using 
six barking dogs but this is significantly less than the potential 40 dogs that could be permitted in 
the training areas at one time. 
 
As previously stated, Staff has not been able to find a standard, definition, or prior precedent to 
aid in quantifying what constitutes “undue” noise.  The Board of Supervisors, however, has the 
authority to address this issue by limiting the scope of outdoor activity generated by the use 
through special use permit conditions.  This could include reducing the maximum number of 
dogs allowed outdoors at one time and/or by reducing the hours that dogs may be permitted in 
the fenced training areas at one time.  As this proposed facility is somewhat unique with the 
outdoor training component, Staff has not identified any past cases to provide guiding precedent 
on this matter or a record of sound impacts to use for comparison purposes. 
 
Liquid dog waste management 
As noted in the Planning Commission recommendation section below, one of the reasons stated 
in support of the motion to deny the request is the potential for the pump and haul system to 
overflow and contaminate groundwater if the trucks do not arrive on a regular basis to empty the 
holding tanks.  The Applicant has indicated that they intend to provide a response to this concern 
once they have received confirmation of the bases articulated by Ms. Bouffault at the 
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Commission’s December 6 public hearing. As of the drafting of this report, Staff has not had 
sufficient time to transcribe this from the public hearing notes and recording.  Staff intends to 
provide this information to the Applicant as soon as possible and will address this issue in a 
Supplementary Staff Report once we receive the Applicant’s response. 
 
A related issue discussed is the potential adverse impact of waste hauling trucks using Bellevue 
Lane to access the subject property.  In response to these concerns, the Applicant indicates that 
the frequency of pump trucks can be controlled by increasing the size of the liquid waste tank or 
connecting a second tank.  The Applicant also states that the pump trucks would be similar to 
those used to service residential systems and that there would be no additional impact to 
Bellevue Lane than what can currently be expected by a by-right use of the property.  
 
Also raised during the Commission’s deliberations was the concern that the liquid dog waste 
could enter the septic system instead of the pump and haul tank via floor drains.  The Applicant 
has indicated that there will be no floor drains connected to the septic system.  To address this 
issue, Staff added language to proposed Condition #15 to ensure that liquid waste water 
produced by the dogs cannot enter the septic system through floor drains. 
 
Events; Dogs Permitted Outside the Kennel Complex 
As noted above, the Applicant has indicated a desire to have a maximum of three events per year 
in conjunction with the kennel operation with some of the events involving guests bringing their 
dogs to the property.  During the discussion of proposed events at the November 1 Commission 
meeting, the point was raised about a potential conflict with proposed Condition #9 regarding 
dogs that may be brought to the property by guests of an event regulated under proposed 
Condition #11.  Condition #9 provides that dogs being boarded or trained in conjunction with the 
kennel operation shall not be permitted outside of the kennel building or fenced training areas 
unless being transported to and from a vehicle in arriving or departing the facility.  The 
Condition does not apply to the maximum 3 dogs that would be permitted on the property as 
pets.  The Condition does not address dogs that are brought to the property as part of an event 
such as the Applicant’s “K-9 Carnival.”   
 
To address this discrepancy for the Commission’s consideration, Staff added language to 
proposed Condition #9 that would also exempt dogs brought to the property in conjunction with 
an event as specified in proposed Condition #11.  
 
It should be noted that 3-C-2-kk of the Zoning Ordinance states that companion animals such as 
dogs shall be confined in an enclosed building or within a fenced exercise area during specified 
times.  This section does not provide for companion animals being kept in a kennel or animal 
shelter to be located outside of these two areas.  The proposed language in Condition #9 ensures 
enforcement of this condition in a reasonable manner for dogs being kept at the facility for 
boarding and/or training. 
 
As a reminder, the Applicant’s December 2 letter indicates that there would be a maximum of 3 
events held per year.  However, the Applicant’s Narrative of Operations indicated that there 
would be 1-2 events held per year.  This issue was not clarified at the December 6 Commission 
meeting and Staff made no changes to the number of events (maximum of 2) listed in proposed 
Condition #9.  Staff will work with the Applicant to clarify the maximum number of events. 
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Training classes for humans 
During the Commission’s review of this request, Staff requested additional information on 
training classes that the Applicant indicated in the narrative would be held at the kennel facility.  
The Applicant provided the following information on past training classes that have been held as 
an example of the type of classes that would be held at this proposed facility: 
 

 Classes by reservation only for people with and without their dogs. 
 Held on Saturdays and Sundays. 
 Approximately a dozen participants per class. 
 Also held educational classes for students that formed an animal rescue club – this 

included 15-20 students brought to their facility periodically over a six week period. 
 
The Applicant further stated in the December 2 letter that a maximum of four training classes for 
humans per year is anticipated. 
 
The Applicant also indicated that it is their position that classes and educational activities of the 
type noted above are not directly related to the kennel use, should not be subject to condition, 
and are part of the by-right use of the property.  The Applicant compares the activity to a 
property owner hosting a scout meeting, bible study class, or book club gathering, and that the 
activity would not impact adjoining landowners beyond what is currently allowed by right.   
 
It is Staff’s position that the training classes would be an accessory activity to the kennel 
operation and would be subject to regulation by the special use permit via condition.  The 
training activities as described are directly related to the dog-related functions conducted at the 
facility and the degree of their impact must be quantified by identifying the frequency that the 
classes will be held, the number of people that would be attending the classes, and the hours of 
operation.  This information would help discern the amount of additional traffic going to and 
from the facility as well as whether there would be additional outdoor activity that would impact 
adjoining properties.   
 
Staff has included proposed Condition #12 below for consideration which would limit the 
number of training classes to four per year to be held within the kennel building during the hours 
of operation permitted by the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
A related issue that was raised is whether training classes would have an adverse effect on the 
onsite septic system capacity.  As noted above, Staff has clarified with the Applicant and VDH 
that total usage of the system would be 250 gallons per day but the system is designed to treat a 
maximum of 450 gallons of waste water per day.  Training classes held four times per year 
would be occasional usage consistent with the system’s design capacity. 
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following duly advertised public hearings on November 1, 2013 and December 6, 2013, the 
Planning Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm NAY; Staelin, Nelson 
ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the special use permit request.  Commissioner Bouffault 
made the motion to recommend denial and provided four reasons for the motion as summarized 
below: 
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1. 5-B-4-l, “Will not cause undue surface or subsurface water pollution.”  There is the 
potential for the liquid dog waste holding tank to overflow if the septic trucks do not arrive on a 
timely basis to empty the tank.  There are also no contingency plans proposed by the Applicant 
to prevent spillage.  This presents a permanent threat of contamination of groundwater and 
approval of the proposed system design would violate the Comprehensive Plan principles of 
protecting the County’s groundwater supply.  Ms. Bouffault provided a handout showing the 
subject property located within the County’s groundwater recharge area, excerpts from the 
County’s Comprehensive Plan, and additional information to support this point. 
 
2. 5-B-4-q, “Will not cause undue noise, light or glare, dust, odor, fumes, or vibration.”  
Noise generated by barking dogs in the outdoor training areas as well as dogs that are brought to 
events would constitute a noise nuisance.  Ms. Bouffault provided excerpts from County Code 
Chapter 120 on Noise and Chapter 61 pertaining to dog nuisances to support this point. 
 
3. 5-B-4-f, “Will not cause unreasonable traffic congestion or unsafe conditions on existing 
or proposed public roads and has adequate road access.”  The Applicant has underestimated the 
number of trips to be generated by the proposed use.  Additional trips generated by pump and 
haul tanker trucks, delivery trucks, events, training classes, customer visits, and trips by kennel 
volunteers need to be evaluated for potential negative impact on Route 723. 
 
4. Dogs are not considered to be agricultural animals and additional activities proposed 
including retail activities, educational classes for humans, and other events related to kennel 
activities are not allowed “by right” in the AOC zoning district.  Allowing such activities in the 
AOC district would set a bad precedent for future special use permit requests. 
 
The Commission also voted 7-2-2 (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to 
recommend denial of the site plan approval request.  Commissioner Bouffault made the motion 
to recommend denial on the grounds that the site plan does not show a containment system for 
the dog waste holding tank to prevent groundwater contamination.  She also stated that the Soil 
Notes on the site plan indicate that the property has poor soil quality which increases the 
potential for groundwater contamination that would adversely affect surrounding water wells. 
 
Staff Recommendation:  
Staff recommends that the Board set public hearing on the special use permit and site plan for the 
January 21, 2014 meeting.  Staff is recommending approval of the special use permit based on 
the Applicant’s proposal meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Staff also 
recommends conditional approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language in the Septic 
Computations plan note to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the septic system for 
clarity purposes.   
 
Staff has provided a framework of special use permit conditions below that were previously 
provided for the Planning Commission’s consideration at their November and December 
meetings.  The potential conditions are based upon the parameters of the use as described by the 
Applicant along with additional language recommended to address ordinance issues and to 
clarify operation parameters as part of Staff’s administrative review of this request.  Staff 
recognizes that the Board of Supervisors has legislative authority to modify, add to, or delete 
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these conditions to further address and/or mitigate impacts that may be generated by the 
proposed special use.   
 
As with all special use permit/site plan approval requests, Staff also notes that the Board must 
pass separate motions in order to take action on the special use permit and the site plan. 
 

 
PROPOSED SPECIAL USE PERMIT CONDITIONS FOR CONSIDERATION  

(provided to the Planning Commission 12/5/2013) 
 

1. Special Use Permit to be Nontransferable.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be 
 issued to the applicant, Gina Schaecher/Happy Tails Development LLC, and to the 
 operational entity for the kennel, 3 Dog Farm, LC.  The SUP shall not be transferable to 
 any other entity without prior approval from the Board of Supervisors as an amendment 
 of the SUP conditions.  
 
2. Special Use Limitations.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be issued to operate a 
 commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning 
 Ordinance.  The facility shall be limited to providing rescue and rehabilitation services 
 for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for dogs, and would include 
 boarding and training for dogs.   
 
3. Operating Hours; Facility Closed to the General Public.  The facility shall maintain 
 operating hours consistent with the Zoning Ordinance requirements and customers shall 
 be permitted at the facility by appointment only to mitigate traffic impact on the private 
 road.  The facility owner or manager shall ensure that the facility is not advertised or 
 publicized as being open to the general public. 
 
4. Kennel Building Sound-Absorbing Measures.  The facility shall be constructed of 
 sound absorbing materials and in a fashion as described in the applicant’s Narrative of 
 Operations and as depicted on the site plan.   Sound-absorbing measures shall be shown 
 on the building construction plans and shall be reviewed by the County’s engineering 
 consultant for conformance with the approved site plan in conjunction with the building 
 permit application review.  Doors and windows in the kennel building shall remain closed 
 to mitigate noise impact on adjacent properties when dogs are present in the building. 
 
5. Employees.  A maximum of five (5) employees shall be permitted to staff the facility at 
 any one time in order to mitigate traffic impact on the private road and to comply with 
 the septic system design of 20 gallons of waste water per day per employee.  A minimum 
 of one (1) employee shall remain onsite at all times that any dogs are housed at the 
 facility. 
 
6. Maximum Number of Dogs Permitted Onsite.  A maximum of forty (40) dogs shall be 
 permitted at the facility for training and/or kenneling.  A maximum of three (3) additional 
 dogs may be permitted on site as pets. 
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7. Fenced Training Areas.  Dogs may be permitted in the fenced training areas between 
 7:00AM and 9:00PM  and shall be supervised at all times within the training areas by 
 kennel staff.  The ratio of dogs to staff in the training areas shall not exceed 8 dogs per 
 staff member.  At no time shall any dog be left unattended in the fenced training areas. 
 
8. Maintenance of Fences and Gates.  Fencing around the training areas shall be a 
 minimum of six (6) feet in height and shall be maintained throughout the life of the 
 special use permit to ensure complete confinement of the dogs.  All gates shall remain 
 closed and secured to prevent dogs from escaping the training areas. 
 
9. Limitation on Dogs Allowed Outside of the Kennel Facility.  Dogs being boarded or 
 trained in conjunction with the kennel operation shall not be permitted outside of the 
 kennel building or fenced training areas unless being transported to and from a vehicle in 
 arriving or departing the facility.  This condition shall not apply to the maximum three (3) 
 dogs to be kept as pets specified in Condition #6 or to dogs that are brought to the 
 property by event attendees in conjunction with events as specified in Condition #11. 
 
10. Limitations on Retail Activity.  No retail activity shall be permitted with the exception 
 of accessory sale of dog-related food or treats to customers housing their dogs at the 
 facility. 
 
11. Events.  A maximum of two (2) events shall be permitted at the facility per year.  Events 
 are defined as activities open to the public or by invitation for the purpose of fund-
 raising, promoting the kennel operation, or supporting any kennel-related activity. 
 Operating hours of the events shall be limited to 11:00AM – 5:00PM.  The facility owner 
 or manager shall provide a schedule of the special event to the Department of Planning 
 within 30 days of the date of the event, and, if required, shall obtain a County Special 
 Event Permit.  If the event is not regulated by the County Special Event Permit process, 
 the facility owner or manager shall also provide a plan to the Department of Planning for 
 providing toilet facilities for the event attendees.  
 
12. Training Classes.  A maximum of four (4) training classes for humans may be held 
 per year at the facility provided that they are conducted within the kennel building and 
 are held within the operating hours permitted by the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
13. Breeding and Sale of Dogs Prohibited.  No breeding or sale of dogs, with the exception 
 of an adoption fee/administrative processing fee for rescue dogs, shall be permitted at the 
 facility.   
 
14. Solid Waste Management.  All solid waste shall be containerized and properly disposed 
 of off-site either by the facility owner or manager transporting the waste to the Frederick 
 County landfill or by contracting with an authorized waste disposal company.  No solid 
 waste shall be disposed of onsite. 
 
15. Liquid Waste Management.  All liquid waste and waste water produced by the dogs 
 shall be held in a storage tank, pumped, and hauled off-site for disposal by an authorized 
 waste disposal company.  There shall be no open floor drains in the kennel building, 
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 and the liquid dog waste/waste water system shall not be connected to the onsite septic 
 system.  The property owner or manager shall provide the Planning Department with a 
 copy of the contract with a waste disposal company prior to issuance of the certificate of 
 occupancy for the kennel and shall provide updated copies of the contract as it is renewed 
 or reissued.   
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
History:  
 
August 2, 2013. Special use permit and site plan applications filed with the 

Department of Planning. 
 
September 6, 2013. Commission voted to defer action on setting public hearing for one 

month. 
 
October 4, 2013. Commission voted 7-0-4 (Steinmetz, McFillen, Kreider absent; 

Nelson abstained) to set public hearing for November 1, 2013. 
 
November 1, 2013. Commission voted 8-1-2 (Steinmetz NAY; Nelson abstained; 

Staelin absent) to defer the matter and continue the public hearing 
for one month to the December 6, 2013 meeting. 

 
December 6, 2013.  Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm  
    NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the  
    special use permit request.  Commission also voted 7-2-2   
    (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to   
    recommend denial of the site plan approval request. 
 
December 17, 2013. Placed on the Board of Supervisors’ December meeting agenda to 

consider setting public hearing for January 21, 2014 meeting. 
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
Index of Previous Staff Reports: 
 

 September 6, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (set public hearing) 
 November 1, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1 (10/31/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #2 (11/27/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #3 (12/5/2013) 
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SPECIAL USE / SITE PLAN (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
January 21, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting – PUBLIC HEARING 
SUPPLEMENTARY STAFF REPORT #1/BOS (1/16/2014) – Department of Planning  
 
------------------------------------------------ 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed land use request.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested 
in this request. 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Case Summary 
 
Applicant(s): 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
 
Location: 

- 300 block of Bellevue Lane, Tax Map #20-2-9 
- White Post Election District (Bouffault, Brumback – Planning Commission; McKay – 

Board of Supervisors) 
- Zoned Agricultural-Open Space-Conservation (AOC) 

 
Parcel Size/Project Area:  91.350 acres 
 
Request: 
Approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) and Site Plan to construct a commercial boarding 
kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
Purpose of Request: 
To provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive 
homes for dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following duly advertised public hearings on November 1, 2013 and December 6, 2013, the 
Planning Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm NAY; Staelin, Nelson 
ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the special use permit request.  The Commission also 
voted 7-2-2 (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the 
site plan approval request. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
 Staff recommends approval of the special use permit request based on the Applicant’s 

proposal meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff has also 
included a proposed framework for special use permit conditions for the Board’s 
consideration.   

 Staff recommends conditional approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language 
in the Septic Computations plan note to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the 
septic system for clarity purposes. 
 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 455 of 493



2 
 

Case Update: 
The purpose of this Supplementary Staff Report is to provide new and updated information 
obtained since the Board of Supervisors’ December 17, 2013 meeting.  A complete discussion of 
the facts and issues regarding this case may be found in the previous Staff Report that was 
prepared for the Board’s December meeting. 
 
Additional Citizen Comments 
Additional citizen comment letters and emails were received by Staff since the December Board 
meeting.  Seven emails were received expressing general support for the Applicant’s project.  A 
letter in opposition was also received from Gregory and Kathi Colen Peck expressing specific 
concerns about undue noise from barking dogs, increased traffic on Bellevue Lane, 
inconsistencies with the County’s Comprehensive Plan in relation to the potential decrease in 
property values, potential for environmental damage to their water supply from breaches in the 
proposed waste collection system, and the use of agriculturally zoned land for non-agricultural 
uses.  Copies of the letter and emails are included in the meeting packet for your review. 
 
Additional Documentation 
Also enclosed for your review are the approved minutes from the December 6 Planning 
Commission meeting containing the Commission’s final deliberation of this request.  Staff has 
also enclosed a copy of the Applicant’s December 16, 2013 letter in response to Commissioner 
Robina Bouffault’s motion to deny the request.  Hard copies of this letter were provided to you at 
the December 17, 2013 meeting. 
 
Clarification on Staff Recommendation 
Staff’s recommendation is to approve this request on the grounds that the Applicant’s proposal 
meets the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  As a point of clarification, the 
“technical requirements” of the Zoning Ordinance include the AOC District dimensional 
requirements found in §3-A-1, such as building setbacks, and the use standards for Commercial 
Boarding Kennels and Animal Shelters set forth in §3-C-2-kk.  Technical requirements also 
include other agency regulations such as the Virginia Department of Health (VDH) requirements 
for onsite septic systems and the Virginia Department of Transportation’s (VDOT) regulations 
regarding commercial entrances. 
 
Compliance with “technical requirements” does not include full compliance with the list of 19 
review criteria for special use permits enumerated under §5-B-4 of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff 
notes that some of the review criteria point to compliance with technical requirements.  For 
example, §5-B-4-n states, “Will not cause unreasonable soil erosion.”  Compliance with the 
review criteria can be demonstrated through submission of an erosion control and stormwater 
management plan that meets all Ordinance requirements.  Other criteria, however, point to 
subjective review elements instead of technical requirements.  For example, §5-B-4-q states, 
“Will not cause undue noise, light or glare, dust, odor, fumes, or vibration.”  As discussed in the 
previous Staff Reports, a determination of whether the use will cause “undue noise” cannot be 
made by Staff using established technical requirements.  However, the Board of Supervisors has 
the legislative authority to determine what constitutes undue noise given the fact pattern of the 
case and to impose conditions to regulate noise. 
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Staff’s recommendation to approve this request is based on our administrative authority to 
evaluate the request using established technical requirements and regulations.  Our 
recommendation should be used in concert with the Board of Supervisors’ legislative authority to 
evaluate all of the subjective elements of the request and to approve with reasonable conditions 
or to deny the request. 
 
Staff Recommendation:  
Staff is recommending approval of the special use permit based on the Applicant’s proposal 
meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Staff also recommends conditional 
approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language in the Septic Computations plan note 
to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the septic system for clarity purposes.   
 
Staff has provided a framework of special use permit conditions below that were previously 
provided for the Planning Commission’s consideration.  As discussed in previous Staff reports, 
the potential conditions are based upon the parameters of the use as described by the Applicant 
along with additional language recommended to address ordinance issues and to clarify operation 
parameters as part of Staff’s administrative review of this request.  Staff recognizes that the 
Board of Supervisors has legislative authority to modify, add to, or delete these conditions to 
further address and/or mitigate impacts that may be generated by the proposed special use.   
 
As with all special use permit/site plan approval requests, Staff also notes that the Board must 
pass separate motions in order to take action on the special use permit and the site plan. 
 

 
PROPOSED SPECIAL USE PERMIT CONDITIONS FOR CONSIDERATION  

(provided to the Planning Commission 12/5/2013) 
 

1. Special Use Permit to be Nontransferable.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be 
 issued to the applicant, Gina Schaecher/Happy Tails Development LLC, and to the 
 operational entity for the kennel, 3 Dog Farm, LC.  The SUP shall not be transferable to 
 any other entity without prior approval from the Board of Supervisors as an amendment 
 of the SUP conditions.  
 
2. Special Use Limitations.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be issued to operate a 
 commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning 
 Ordinance.  The facility shall be limited to providing rescue and rehabilitation services 
 for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for dogs, and would include 
 boarding and training for dogs.   
 
3. Operating Hours; Facility Closed to the General Public.  The facility shall maintain 
 operating hours consistent with the Zoning Ordinance requirements and customers shall 
 be permitted at the facility by appointment only to mitigate traffic impact on the private 
 road.  The facility owner or manager shall ensure that the facility is not advertised or 
 publicized as being open to the general public. 
 
4. Kennel Building Sound-Absorbing Measures.  The facility shall be constructed of 
 sound absorbing materials and in a fashion as described in the applicant’s Narrative of 
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 Operations and as depicted on the site plan.   Sound-absorbing measures shall be shown 
 on the building construction plans and shall be reviewed by the County’s engineering 
 consultant for conformance with the approved site plan in conjunction with the building 
 permit application review.  Doors and windows in the kennel building shall remain closed 
 to mitigate noise impact on adjacent properties when dogs are present in the building. 
 
5. Employees.  A maximum of five (5) employees shall be permitted to staff the facility at 
 any one time in order to mitigate traffic impact on the private road and to comply with 
 the septic system design of 20 gallons of waste water per day per employee.  A minimum 
 of one (1) employee shall remain onsite at all times that any dogs are housed at the 
 facility. 
 
6. Maximum Number of Dogs Permitted Onsite.  A maximum of forty (40) dogs shall be 
 permitted at the facility for training and/or kenneling.  A maximum of three (3) additional 
 dogs may be permitted on site as pets. 
 
7. Fenced Training Areas.  Dogs may be permitted in the fenced training areas between 
 7:00AM and 9:00PM  and shall be supervised at all times within the training areas by 
 kennel staff.  The ratio of dogs to staff in the training areas shall not exceed 8 dogs per 
 staff member.  At no time shall any dog be left unattended in the fenced training areas. 
 
8. Maintenance of Fences and Gates.  Fencing around the training areas shall be a 
 minimum of six (6) feet in height and shall be maintained throughout the life of the 
 special use permit to ensure complete confinement of the dogs.  All gates shall remain 
 closed and secured to prevent dogs from escaping the training areas. 
 
9. Limitation on Dogs Allowed Outside of the Kennel Facility.  Dogs being boarded or 
 trained in conjunction with the kennel operation shall not be permitted outside of the 
 kennel building or fenced training areas unless being transported to and from a vehicle in 
 arriving or departing the facility.  This condition shall not apply to the maximum three (3) 
 dogs to be kept as pets specified in Condition #6 or to dogs that are brought to the 
 property by event attendees in conjunction with events as specified in Condition #11. 
 
10. Limitations on Retail Activity.  No retail activity shall be permitted with the exception 
 of accessory sale of dog-related food or treats to customers housing their dogs at the 
 facility. 
 
11. Events.  A maximum of two (2) events shall be permitted at the facility per year.  Events 
 are defined as activities open to the public or by invitation for the purpose of fund-
 raising, promoting the kennel operation, or supporting any kennel-related activity. 
 Operating hours of the events shall be limited to 11:00AM – 5:00PM.  The facility owner 
 or manager shall provide a schedule of the special event to the Department of Planning 
 within 30 days of the date of the event, and, if required, shall obtain a County Special 
 Event Permit.  If the event is not regulated by the County Special Event Permit process, 
 the facility owner or manager shall also provide a plan to the Department of Planning for 
 providing toilet facilities for the event attendees.  
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12. Training Classes.  A maximum of four (4) training classes for humans may be held 
 per year at the facility provided that they are conducted within the kennel building and 
 are held within the operating hours permitted by the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
13. Breeding and Sale of Dogs Prohibited.  No breeding or sale of dogs, with the exception 
 of an adoption fee/administrative processing fee for rescue dogs, shall be permitted at the 
 facility.   
 
14. Solid Waste Management.  All solid waste shall be containerized and properly disposed 
 of off-site either by the facility owner or manager transporting the waste to the Frederick 
 County landfill or by contracting with an authorized waste disposal company.  No solid 
 waste shall be disposed of onsite. 
 
15. Liquid Waste Management.  All liquid waste and waste water produced by the dogs 
 shall be held in a storage tank, pumped, and hauled off-site for disposal by an authorized 
 waste disposal company.  There shall be no open floor drains in the kennel building, 
 and the liquid dog waste/waste water system shall not be connected to the onsite septic 
 system.  The property owner or manager shall provide the Planning Department with a 
 copy of the contract with a waste disposal company prior to issuance of the certificate of 
 occupancy for the kennel and shall provide updated copies of the contract as it is renewed 
 or reissued.   
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
History:  
 
August 2, 2013. Special use permit and site plan applications filed with the 

Department of Planning. 
 
September 6, 2013. Commission voted to defer action on setting public hearing for one 

month. 
 
October 4, 2013. Commission voted 7-0-4 (Steinmetz, McFillen, Kreider absent; 

Nelson abstained) to set public hearing for November 1, 2013. 
 
November 1, 2013. Commission voted 8-1-2 (Steinmetz NAY; Nelson abstained; 

Staelin absent) to defer the matter and continue the public hearing 
for one month to the December 6, 2013 meeting. 

 
December 6, 2013.  Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm  
    NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the  
    special use permit request.  Commission also voted 7-2-2   
    (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to   
    recommend denial of the site plan approval request. 
 
December 17, 2013. Board of Supervisors voted 4-0-1 (McKay absent) to set Public 

Hearing for the January 21, 2014 Board meeting. 
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January 21, 2014. Placed on the Board of Supervisors’ January meeting agenda and 

advertised for Public Hearing. 
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
Index of Previous Staff Reports: 
 

 September 6, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (set public hearing) 
 November 1, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1 (10/31/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #2 (11/27/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #3 (12/5/2013) 
 December 17, 2013 Board of Supervisors meeting (set public hearing) 
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SPECIAL USE / SITE PLAN (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
February 18, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting – PUBLIC HEARING 
SUPPLEMENTARY STAFF REPORT #2/BOS (2/11/2014) – Department of Planning  
 
------------------------------------------------ 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed land use request.  It may be useful to members of the general public interested 
in this request. 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Case Summary 
 
Applicant(s): 
Gina Schaecher (Happy Tails Development, LLC) 
 
Location: 

- 300 block of Bellevue Lane, Tax Map #20-2-9 
- White Post Election District (Bouffault, Brumback – Planning Commission; McKay – 

Board of Supervisors) 
- Zoned Agricultural-Open Space-Conservation (AOC) 

 
Parcel Size/Project Area:  91.350 acres 
 
Request: 
Approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP) and Site Plan to construct a commercial boarding 
kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 
Purpose of Request: 
To provide rescue and rehabilitation services for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive 
homes for dogs, and would include boarding and training for dogs.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following duly advertised public hearings on November 1, 2013 and December 6, 2013, the 
Planning Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm NAY; Staelin, Nelson 
ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the special use permit request.  The Commission also 
voted 7-2-2 (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the 
site plan approval request. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
 Staff recommends approval of the special use permit request based on the Applicant’s 

proposal meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff has also 
included a proposed framework for special use permit conditions for the Board’s 
consideration.   

 Staff recommends conditional approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language 
in the Septic Computations plan note to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the 
septic system for clarity purposes. 
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Case Update: 
This case is scheduled for Public Hearing at the Board of Supervisors’ February 18, 2014 
meeting.  A Public Hearing was previously scheduled to be conducted for this case at the 
Board’s January 21, 2014 meeting which was ultimately cancelled due to inclement weather.  
The Board of Supervisors opened the Public Hearing for this case at their rescheduled meeting 
on January 23, 2014 and voted 4-0-1 (Staelin absent) to continue the Public Hearing to the 
February 18, 2014 meeting.   
 
Since the January 23, 2014 meeting, there have been no changes or new information provided by 
the Applicant and no changes to Staff’s recommendation as presented in the previous staff 
reports.  Two new comment emails received are enclosed for your reference. 
 
Staff Recommendation:  
Staff is recommending approval of the special use permit based on the Applicant’s proposal 
meeting the technical requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Staff also recommends conditional 
approval of the site plan based upon inclusion of language in the Septic Computations plan note 
to indicate the maximum approved capacity of the septic system for clarity purposes.   
 
Staff has provided a framework of special use permit conditions below that were previously 
provided for the Planning Commission’s consideration.  As discussed in previous Staff reports, 
the potential conditions are based upon the parameters of the use as described by the Applicant 
along with additional language recommended to address ordinance issues and to clarify operation 
parameters as part of Staff’s administrative review of this request.  Staff recognizes that the 
Board of Supervisors has legislative authority to modify, add to, or delete these conditions to 
further address and/or mitigate impacts that may be generated by the proposed special use.   
 
As with all special use permit/site plan approval requests, Staff also notes that the Board must 
pass separate motions in order to take action on the special use permit and the site plan. 
 

 
PROPOSED SPECIAL USE PERMIT CONDITIONS FOR CONSIDERATION  

(provided to the Planning Commission 12/5/2013) 
 

1. Special Use Permit to be Nontransferable.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be 
 issued to the applicant, Gina Schaecher/Happy Tails Development LLC, and to the 
 operational entity for the kennel, 3 Dog Farm, LC.  The SUP shall not be transferable to 
 any other entity without prior approval from the Board of Supervisors as an amendment 
 of the SUP conditions.  
 
2. Special Use Limitations.  The special use permit (SUP) shall be issued to operate a 
 commercial boarding kennel and animal shelter per §3-A-1-a-3(u) of the Zoning 
 Ordinance.  The facility shall be limited to providing rescue and rehabilitation services 
 for the purpose of finding permanent adoptive homes for dogs, and would include 
 boarding and training for dogs.   
 
3. Operating Hours; Facility Closed to the General Public.  The facility shall maintain 
 operating hours consistent with the Zoning Ordinance requirements and customers shall 
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 be permitted at the facility by appointment only to mitigate traffic impact on the private 
 road.  The facility owner or manager shall ensure that the facility is not advertised or 
 publicized as being open to the general public. 
 
4. Kennel Building Sound-Absorbing Measures.  The facility shall be constructed of 
 sound absorbing materials and in a fashion as described in the applicant’s Narrative of 
 Operations and as depicted on the site plan.   Sound-absorbing measures shall be shown 
 on the building construction plans and shall be reviewed by the County’s engineering 
 consultant for conformance with the approved site plan in conjunction with the building 
 permit application review.  Doors and windows in the kennel building shall remain closed 
 to mitigate noise impact on adjacent properties when dogs are present in the building. 
 
5. Employees.  A maximum of five (5) employees shall be permitted to staff the facility at 
 any one time in order to mitigate traffic impact on the private road and to comply with 
 the septic system design of 20 gallons of waste water per day per employee.  A minimum 
 of one (1) employee shall remain onsite at all times that any dogs are housed at the 
 facility. 
 
6. Maximum Number of Dogs Permitted Onsite.  A maximum of forty (40) dogs shall be 
 permitted at the facility for training and/or kenneling.  A maximum of three (3) additional 
 dogs may be permitted on site as pets. 
 
7. Fenced Training Areas.  Dogs may be permitted in the fenced training areas between 
 7:00AM and 9:00PM  and shall be supervised at all times within the training areas by 
 kennel staff.  The ratio of dogs to staff in the training areas shall not exceed 8 dogs per 
 staff member.  At no time shall any dog be left unattended in the fenced training areas. 
 
8. Maintenance of Fences and Gates.  Fencing around the training areas shall be a 
 minimum of six (6) feet in height and shall be maintained throughout the life of the 
 special use permit to ensure complete confinement of the dogs.  All gates shall remain 
 closed and secured to prevent dogs from escaping the training areas. 
 
9. Limitation on Dogs Allowed Outside of the Kennel Facility.  Dogs being boarded or 
 trained in conjunction with the kennel operation shall not be permitted outside of the 
 kennel building or fenced training areas unless being transported to and from a vehicle in 
 arriving or departing the facility.  This condition shall not apply to the maximum three (3) 
 dogs to be kept as pets specified in Condition #6 or to dogs that are brought to the 
 property by event attendees in conjunction with events as specified in Condition #11. 
 
10. Limitations on Retail Activity.  No retail activity shall be permitted with the exception 
 of accessory sale of dog-related food or treats to customers housing their dogs at the 
 facility. 
 
11. Events.  A maximum of two (2) events shall be permitted at the facility per year.  Events 
 are defined as activities open to the public or by invitation for the purpose of fund-
 raising, promoting the kennel operation, or supporting any kennel-related activity. 
 Operating hours of the events shall be limited to 11:00AM – 5:00PM.  The facility owner 
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 or manager shall provide a schedule of the special event to the Department of Planning 
 within 30 days of the date of the event, and, if required, shall obtain a County Special 
 Event Permit.  If the event is not regulated by the County Special Event Permit process, 
 the facility owner or manager shall also provide a plan to the Department of Planning for 
 providing toilet facilities for the event attendees.  
 
12. Training Classes.  A maximum of four (4) training classes for humans may be held 
 per year at the facility provided that they are conducted within the kennel building and 
 are held within the operating hours permitted by the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
13. Breeding and Sale of Dogs Prohibited.  No breeding or sale of dogs, with the exception 
 of an adoption fee/administrative processing fee for rescue dogs, shall be permitted at the 
 facility.   
 
14. Solid Waste Management.  All solid waste shall be containerized and properly disposed 
 of off-site either by the facility owner or manager transporting the waste to the Frederick 
 County landfill or by contracting with an authorized waste disposal company.  No solid 
 waste shall be disposed of onsite. 
 
15. Liquid Waste Management.  All liquid waste and waste water produced by the dogs 
 shall be held in a storage tank, pumped, and hauled off-site for disposal by an authorized 
 waste disposal company.  There shall be no open floor drains in the kennel building, 
 and the liquid dog waste/waste water system shall not be connected to the onsite septic 
 system.  The property owner or manager shall provide the Planning Department with a 
 copy of the contract with a waste disposal company prior to issuance of the certificate of 
 occupancy for the kennel and shall provide updated copies of the contract as it is renewed 
 or reissued.   
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
History:  
 
August 2, 2013. Special use permit and site plan applications filed with the 

Department of Planning. 
 
September 6, 2013. Commission voted to defer action on setting public hearing for one 

month. 
 
October 4, 2013. Commission voted 7-0-4 (Steinmetz, McFillen, Kreider absent; 

Nelson abstained) to set public hearing for November 1, 2013. 
 
November 1, 2013. Commission voted 8-1-2 (Steinmetz NAY; Nelson abstained; 

Staelin absent) to defer the matter and continue the public hearing 
for one month to the December 6, 2013 meeting. 

 
December 6, 2013.  Commission voted 5-4-2 (Ohrstrom, McFillen, Turkel, Kruhm  
    NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to recommend denial of the  
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    special use permit request.  Commission also voted 7-2-2   
    (McFillen, Turkel NAY; Staelin, Nelson ABSTAINED) to   
    recommend denial of the site plan approval request. 
 
December 17, 2013. Board of Supervisors voted 4-0-1 (McKay absent) to set Public 

Hearing for the January 21, 2014 Board meeting. 
 
January 21, 2014. Board of Supervisors Public Hearing is postponed due to inclement 

weather. 
 
January 23, 2014. Board opened the Public Hearing and voted to continue it to the 

February 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
February 18, 2014. Placed on the Board’s February meeting agenda and advertised for 

Public Hearing. 
 
----------------------------------------- 
 
Index of Previous Staff Reports: 
 

 September 6, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (set public hearing) 
 November 1, 2013 Planning Commission meeting (public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1 (10/31/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #2 (11/27/2013) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #3 (12/5/2013) 
 December 17, 2013 Board of Supervisors meeting (set public hearing) 
 Supplementary Staff Report #1/BOS (January 21, 2014) 
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Clarke County Planning Department 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
(540) 955-5132 

 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors members 
 
FROM: Brandon Stidham, Planning Director 
 
RE:  Public Hearing – 2013 Comprehensive Plan and 2013 Transportation   
  Component Plan Final Drafts 
 
DATE: March 10, 2014 
 
As noted on the agenda for the March 18 regular meeting, the 2013 Comprehensive Plan and 
2013 Transportation Component Plans have been advertised for Public Hearing.  Copies of the 
Plans and the publicizing ad were provided to you in previous meeting packets.  The public 
hearing advertisement ran for three consecutive weeks in the Winchester Star. 
 
Please note that each draft Plan will require separate Public Hearings and separate motions to 
take action.  Staff will provide separate presentations on the draft Plans, giving the Board the 
opportunity to conduct the Public Hearings and take actions separately on each Plan.  Draft 
motions are included below for your use. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns in advance of the meeting, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 
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2013 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN  
AND 2013 TRANSPORTATION COMPONENT PLAN 

DRAFT MOTIONS 
 
Action on the 2013 Comprehensive Plan 
 

 To Adopt as Presented: 
I MOVE TO ADOPT THE 2013 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION WITH 
CHANGES AS PRESENTED BY STAFF. 
 

 To Adopt with New Changes: 
I MOVE TO ADOPT THE 2013 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION WITH 
CHANGES AS PRESENTED BY STAFF.  THIS MOTION INCLUDES 
THE FOLLOWING ADDITIONAL CHANGES…(list the additional 
changes) 
 

 To Defer Action: 
 I MOVE TO DEFER ACTION ON THE 2013 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN  
 TO THE BOARD’S (insert date) MEETING. 
 
Action on the 2013 Transportation Component Plan 
 

 To Adopt as Presented: 
I MOVE TO ADOPT THE 2013 TRANSPORTATION COMPONENT 
PLAN AS RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION. 
 

 To Adopt with New Changes: 
I MOVE TO ADOPT THE 2013 TRANSPORTATION COMPONENT 
PLAN AS RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION.  
THIS MOTION INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING ADDITIONAL 
CHANGES…(list the additional changes) 
 

 To Defer Action: 
 I MOVE TO DEFER ACTION ON THE 2013 TRANSPORTATION 
 COMPONENT PLAN TO THE BOARD’S (insert date) MEETING. 
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SPECIAL USE PERMIT (SUP) REVOCATION REQUEST 
Shenandoah University 
March 18, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting – PUBLIC HEARING 
STAFF REPORT – Department of Planning 
------------------------------------------------ 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed special use permit revocation request.  It may be useful to members of the 
general public interested in this request. 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Applicant(s): 
Shenandoah University 
 
Location: 

- Parker Lane, Tax Map #17A1-A1-B and #17A1-A1-C 
- Buckmarsh Election District (Kruhm, Krieder – Planning Commission; Weiss – Board of 

Supervisors) 
- Zoned Rural Residential (RR) 

 
Request: 
Revocation of a special use permit (SUP) that was originally issued in 1989 to operate the former 
Virginia National Golf Course.  The golf course use has since been discontinued.   
 
Staff Discussion/Analysis: 
Shenandoah University is the recipient of a gift of property from the National Civil War 
Battlefield Trust.  Under this agreement between the Trust and Shenandoah University, the 
property cannot be used for commercial purposes including golf courses.  The golf course was 
discontinued over one year ago and the University has no plans to continue the golf course 
operation.  Since the property can no longer be used as a golf course and must remain as a 
preserved battlefield (Battle of Cool Spring) along with limited educational uses under the terms 
of the aforementioned agreement, the SUP would no longer apply to the current owners and it 
would not be appropriate for the County to continue honoring the SUP.  The University has 
provided a letter formally requesting the revocation of the SUP. 
 
The Board of Supervisors has the authority revoke any SUP where the use has been discontinued 
for one year or more per Zoning Ordinance Section 5-C.  The procedure for revocation is the 
same as the procedure for approval of a new SUP – Planning Commission review, Public 
Hearing, and formal recommendation followed by Board of Supervisors review, Public Hearing, 
and formal action on the request.  The revocation process was initiated by Board of Supervisors 
resolution which was adopted by the Board at their December 17, 2013 meeting.  A copy of this 
resolution is included for your reference. 
 
The Planning Commission reviewed this request and held a public hearing at their February 7, 
2014 meeting.  The Commission voted 10-1 (Kruhm NAY) to recommend approval of the 
revocation request.  Mr. Kruhm did not provide an explanation for voting against the motion to 
recommend approval.  
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Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends approval of the revocation request.  This request has been advertised for 
Public Hearing at the March 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
 
--------------------------------------- 
 
History: 
 
December 17, 2014.  Board of Supervisors adopted resolution to forward the   
    revocation request to the Planning Commission for review and  
    formal recommendations. 
 
January 10, 2014.  Planning Commission voted 8-0-3 (Staelin, McFillen,   
    Brumback absent) to set public hearing for the February  
    meeting. 
 
February 7, 2014.  Planning Commission voted 10-1 (Kruhm NAY) to recommend 
    approval of the revocation request. 
 
February 18, 2014.  Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to set public hearing  
    for the March 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
March 18, 2014.  Placed on the Board’s March agenda and advertised for Public 
    Hearing. 
 
 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting Packet Page 470 of 493



 

1 
 

ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT (TA-14-01) 
Revocation of Special Use Permits 
March 18, 2014 Board of Supervisors Meeting – PUBLIC HEARING 
STAFF REPORT – Department of Planning 
--------------------------------- 
The purpose of this staff report is to provide information to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
assist them in reviewing this proposed ordinance amendment.  It may be useful to members of the general public 
interested in this proposed amendment. 
--------------------------------- 
 
Description: 
Proposed text amendment to amend §5-C, Revocation, of the Clarke County Zoning Ordinance.  
This section provides for the procedure and grounds for revocation of a special use permit (SUP).  
The purpose of the text amendment is to require a SUP to be presented to the Board of 
Supervisors for revocation upon issuance of a third Notice of Violation by the zoning 
administrator for violations of any one or more SUP conditions.  The text amendment would also 
add a new subsection 4 allowing revocation in the case of violations of other provisions of the 
Zoning Ordinance not addressed by the SUP conditions, the Code of Clarke County, or State and 
Federal law related to the activities of the special use. 
 
Requested Action:  
Conduct public hearing and take action on proposed text amendment. 
 
Staff Discussion/Analysis: 
This proposed text amendment was originally forwarded to the Planning Commission at the 
request of the Board of Supervisors.   
 
§5-C of the Zoning Ordinance outlines the process for revocation of a special use permit (SUP) 
including the circumstances under which an SUP may be revoked.  These reasons include failure 
to establish or discontinuance of the approved special use; repeated or continuing violations of 
the permit conditions; and fraudulent, false, or misleading information supplied by the applicant 
during the SUP application process.  Regarding revocation for repeated or continuing violations 
of the permit conditions, §5-C does not provide specifics on the number or the nature of the 
violations that would justify revocation.  As written, the ordinance section leaves this 
determination to the zoning administrator’s discretion. 
 
The Board requested the Commission to consider adding language that would provide specificity 
on the number and nature of violations justifying revocation.  In response to this request, Staff 
provided draft language for consideration that would require an SUP to be presented for 
revocation upon the third violation of the permit conditions.  The proposed language (bold 
italics) would be added to §5-C-2 as follows: 
 
2.  Repeated or continuing violations of the conditions placed on the Permit.  Failure to 

 comply with any one or more of the conditions of a Special Use Permit may result in 

 the issuance of a Notice of Violation (NOV) by the Zoning Administrator. The Zoning 

 Administrator may present a Special Use Permit to the Board of Supervisors for 

 revocation if the NOV is not resolved as directed. Upon the issuance of a third NOV for 
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 violations of any one or more of the permit conditions, and failure of the permit holder 

 to appeal to the Board of Zoning Appeals, the Zoning Administrator shall present the 

 Special Use Permit to the Board of Supervisors for revocation.  

 
The effect of the text amendment would be to require the zoning administrator to present an SUP 
for revocation to the Board after issuance of a third Notice of Violation of any one or more of the 
permit conditions, regardless of the severity of the violation.  The Board would have the 
discretion to determine whether to forward the matter to the Planning Commission for revocation 
based on their review of the violation history.  The text amendment would allow the zoning 
administrator the discretion to bring an SUP to the Board for revocation prior to issuance of the 
third NOV. 
 
Staff also noted that §5-C does not provide for revocation of an SUP in cases of violations of 
other sections of the Zoning Ordinance unrelated to the special use, violations of the County 
Code, or violations of State or Federal law.  In certain circumstances, revocation of an SUP may 
be warranted if violations of other bodies of law not covered by the permit conditions but related 
to the activities of the special use create adverse impacts on surrounding properties.  Staff 
recommends adding a new subsection 4 that would read as follows: 
 
4. Violations of other provisions of the Zoning Ordinance not addressed by the special 

 use permit conditions, the Code of Clarke County, or State and Federal law related to 

 the activities of the special use. 

 
In the case of Zoning Ordinance violations, a notice of violation (NOV) issued by the zoning 
administrator would be required.  In the case of County Code violations or violations of State or 
Federal law, a conviction or other adjudication would be required in order for the Board to 
consider revocation.  In all cases, the violation would have to arise from an activity related to the 
special use.   
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
Following a duly advertised Public Hearing at their February 7, 2014 meeting, the Commission 
voted unanimously (11-0) to recommend adoption of the proposed text amendment. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff has no outstanding concerns with the adoption of the text amendment. 
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Amendment Text (proposed changes in bold italics with strikethroughs where necessary): 
 
5-C  REVOCATION  
The Board of Supervisors may, by resolution, initiate the revocation of any active Special Use 
Permit. The consideration of the revocation shall proceed following the procedure set forth for 
approving a new Special Use Permit. Following a recommendation by the Planning Commission, 
the Board may revoke an active Special Use Permit for the following reasons: 
 
1.  Failure to establish or discontinuance of the approved Special Use: If the approved 
 Special Use has not been established within two years of its approval or if it has been 
 discontinued for one year, the Special Use Permit may be revoked. A Special Use Permit 
 approved before 2004 November 16 shall be eligible for revocation if it has not been 
 established by 2006 November 16 or if it has been discontinued for one year as of 2005 
 November 16. 
 
2.  Repeated or continuing violations of the conditions placed on the Permit.  Failure to 

 comply with any one or more of the conditions of a Special Use Permit may result in 

 the issuance of a Notice of Violation (NOV) by the Zoning Administrator. The Zoning 

 Administrator may present a Special Use Permit to the Board of Supervisors for 

 revocation if the NOV is not resolved as directed. Upon the issuance of a third NOV for 

 violations of any one or more of the permit conditions, and failure of the permit holder 

 to appeal to the Board of Zoning Appeals, the Zoning Administrator shall present the 

 Special Use Permit to the Board of Supervisors for revocation.  

 
3.  Fraudulent, false, or misleading information supplied by the applicant in applying for the 
 Special Use Permit. 
 

4. Violations of other provisions of the Zoning Ordinance not addressed by the special 

 use permit conditions, the Code of Clarke County, or State and Federal law related to 

 the activities of the special use. 

 
------------------------------------- 
 
History: 
 
January 10, 2014.  Commission voted 8-0-3 (McFillen, Staelin, Brumback absent)  
    to set public hearing for the Commission’s February 7, 2014  
    meeting. 
 
February 7, 2014.   Commission voted unanimously (11-0) to recommend adoption 
    of the text amendment. 
 
February 18, 2014.  Board voted unanimously to set public hearing for the March  
    18, 2014 meeting. 
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March 18, 2014.  Placed on the Board’s March meeting agenda and advertised  
    for public hearing. 
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Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
Berryville Voting District 
J. Michael Hobert- Chair 

(540) 955-4141 

Buckmarsh Voting District 
DavidS. Weiss -Vice Chair 

(540) 955-2151 

Millwood Voting District 
John R. Staelin 
(540) 837-1903 

Russell Voting District 
Barbara J. Byrd 
(540) 955-1215 

White Post Voting District 
Bev McKay 

(540) 837-1331 

County Administrator 
David L. Ash 

(540) 955-5175 

Resolution to Forward the Request to Revoke the Special Use Permit for the Former 
Virginia National Golf Course Zoned Rural Residential (RR), Tax Map Parcels 

17 A 1 A 1 8 and 17 A 1 A 1 C to the Planning Commission 
2013-17R 

Whereas, the properties identified as Tax Map Parcels 17 A 1 A 1 B and 17 A 1 A 1 C were used 
as a golf course and was approved by a special use permit; and, 

Whereas, the golf course is no longer in operation and has been discontinued for over one 
year; and, 

Whereas, County Zoning Ordinance section 5-C allows for the Board of Supervisors to 
revoke a special use permit if it has been discontinued for one year; and, 

Whereas, the properties have been purchased by the National Civil War Battlefield Trust 
and gifted to Shenandoah University; and, 

Whereas, Shenandoah University desires that the special use permit allowing for a golf 
course be revoked. 

Therefore, it is hereby determined by the Board that the revocation of the special use 
permit for a golf course on the subject property be referred to the Planning Commission 
for a recommendation. 

Unanimously adopted this 17th day of December, 2013. 

Attest £)J-~~ Supe~isors 
www.clarkecounty.gov 101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 

Berryville, VA 22611 

of Clarke County, Virginia 

Telephone: [540] 955-5175 
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CCllaarrkkee  CCoouunnttyy  BBooaarrdd  ooff  SSuuppeerrvviissoorrss  
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CCllaarrkkee  CCoouunnttyy  BBooaarrdd  ooff  SSuuppeerrvviissoorrss  

 
 
 
MMoonntthhllyy  RReeppoorrttss::  

11..  BBuuiillddiinngg  DDeeppaarrttmmeenntt  

22..  CCoommmmiissssiioonneerr  ooff  tthhee  RReevveennuuee  

33..  NNSSVVRRCC  ––  BBiikkee--PPeedd  PPllaann  UUppddaattee  
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COUNTY OF CLARKE 
BUILDING PERMIT REPORT 
FOR THE MONTH ENDING:2-28-2014 

NEW RESIDENTIAL 

SINGLE FAMILY STRUCTURES 

Owner/Contractor 

Location 

MACKAY-SMITH, ALEXANDER JR/POE'S HOME IMPROVEMENT 
196 MEADOWS LANE 22663 

Description 

BARN W/ 2ND FL APARTMENT + ELE 

BORGSTROM, HOWARD G & CAROL/JH! NICHOLS CONSTRUCTION COM 1sty LOG DWELLING + ELEC + MEC 
4241 CALMES NECK LANE 22620 

RUTHERFORD, JOHN \1 II & MEL/ SELF CONTRACTOR 
648 OLD CHARLES TOWN ROAD 2 

TURNER, KEVIN L & LISETTE B/SELF CONTRACTOR 
3020 PARSHALL ROAD 22611 

RESIDENTAL RENOVATIONS 

Owner/Contractor 

Location 

GLASSMAN, RAYMOND & HOLLY R/GREG LEE BUILDERS, LLC 
146 CLIFF LANE 20135 

ANDERSON CONTROL/SELF CONTRACTOR 
105 SOUTH BUCKMARSH STREET 

JOHNSON, BRENDA W/McFILLEN 1 S IMPROVEMENTS 
106 DORSEY STREET 22611 

DEARMENT, RODERICK & ANN MA/SELF CONTRACTOR 
409 BELLEVUE LANE 22620 

WHITE, JACOB & VIRGINIA/SELF CONTRACTOR 
402 ALDER LANE 20135 

OCONNOR, KAREN P/SELF CONTRACTOR 
2276 SALEM CHURCH ROAD 22620 

DRUMMOND, MARK V & MICHAEL/PRIMOS CONTRACTORS, INC 
759 CAREFREE LANE 22620 

BEEREN & BARRY INVESTMENTS,/BILLS HOMES, LLC 
692 LAUREL LANE 20135 

MOBILE HOME + ELEC + MECH + PL 

lsty DWELLING + ELEC + MECH + 

SUBTOTAL: 4 

TOTAL: 4 

Description 

1sty ADDITION + ELEC 

MINIMUM REMODEL PERMIT (REMOVE 

REMODEL DWELLING (mNIMUM RE~!O 

FINISH BASEMENT + ELEC + PLBG 

REMODEL DWELLING DUE TO viATER 

REMODEL DWELLING + ELEC + MECH 

RE~!ODEL DWELLING + ELEC + GAS 

REMODEL DWELLING + ELEC + MECH 

Page:1 

Est Cost 

67,000 

197,000 

104,000 

162,000 

530,000 

530,000 

Est Cost 

12,000 

0 

35,000 

110,000 

0 

0 

0 

106,000 
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COUNTY OF CLARKE 
BUILDING PERMIT REPORT 
FOR THE MONTH ENDING:2-28-2014 

RES:IDENTAL RENOVATIONS 

Owner /Contractor 

Location 

Description 

JACOBSON, JEFFREY L & JAIME/SELF CONTRACTOR 
33 46 CRUMS CHURCH ROAD 22611 

FINISH BASMENT + ELEC + PLBG 

TOTAL: 

COMMERCIAL RENOVATIONS 

Owner/Contractor Description 

Location 

GGNSC BERRYVILLE, LLC #0014/BURTEL SECURITY SYSTEMS, AME DELAYED EGRESS LOCKS 
110 CHALMERS COURT 22611 

9 

BERRYVILLE GRAPHICS, INC/LANTZ CONSTRUCTION CO OF WIN 
25 JACK ENDERS BOULEVAR 

REMODEL SEVERAL AREAS OF BLDG 

ONE EAST MAIN, LLC/CLUNE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 
3-1/2 EAST MAIN STREET 

MISC BUILDING PERMITS 

Owner/Contractor 

TENANT FIT-UP (LOUDOUN COMNUNI 

TOTAL: 3 

Description 

WILLIAMSON, TH!OTHY D/HOME PROJECT SERVICES, LLC REAR DECK (483') 

Total # of Building Permits Issued: 
Total Estimated Cost: 
Total Revenue Collected: 

17 
1,697,000 
13,133.75 

TOTAL: 1 

The following permits are not included in the total # of permits and estimated costs. 

Electrical: 
Mechanical: 

18 
13 

Page:2 

Est Cost 

71,000 

334,000 

Est Cost 

0 

756,000 

70,000 

826,000 

Est Cost 

7,000 

7,000 
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COUNTY OF CLARKE 

RECAP BY PROJECT TYPE 
FOR THE MONTH ENDING: 2-28-2014 

Project Description 

ADDITION/REMODEL SINGLE FAMILY 
DECK/PORCH 
ELECTRIC PERMITS 
MECHANICAL PERMITS 
MOBILE HOME 
NEW RESIDENCE SINGLE FAMILY 
PLUMBING PERMITS 
REMODEL COMMERCIAL 
REMODEL-MINIMUM FEE (COMM) 
REMODEL-MINIMUM FEE (RES) 

TOTALS: 

RECAP BY DISTRICT 
FOR THE MONTH ENDING: 2-28-2014 

Name 

GREENWAY DISTRICT 
CHAPEL DISTRICT 
BATTLETOWN DISTRICT 
LONG~SH DISTRICT 
BERRYVILLE DISTRICT 

TOTALS: 

INSPECTIONS REPORT 
FOR THE MONTH ENDING: 2-28-2014 

Inspection Type 

Building: 
Electrical: 
Mechanical: 
Plumbing: 

TOTALS: 

Page: 1 

# VALUE 

4 299,000 
1 7,000 

18 0 
13 0 

1 104,000 
3 426,000 
8 0 
2 826,000 
1 0 
5 35,000 

===================== 
56 1,697,000 

===================== 

# VALUE 

12 177,000 
15 371,000 

7 106,000 
10 182,000 
12 861,000 

===================== 

56 1,6971000 
===================== 

# 

69 
58 
43 
31 

===================== 

201 
===================== 
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GARYR.POPE MONTHLY INSPECTION REPORT 

I DAY 

1ursday 
~ 
>aturday_ 
)unday 
!'l_gnd~y_ 

'riday 
Saturday 

~ 
ill on day 
uesday 

IDATE !HOURS IHOURS ITOTAL IBLDG IELEC IGAS 
IN FIELD IN HOURS INSP INSP INSP 

OFFICE 

V/LI 
;:;;:;; 

)14 

~ 

4 1 1 

0 

]NiECH I PLBG I MISC 
INSP INSP INSP 

4 

..2 

..2 

..2 
1 

]END ITOTAL IFtJEL 
I MILEAGE MILES 

DRIVEN I
TOTAL ISTART 
INSP MILEA< 

_Q 
0 

128919 

~ 

12907 

129130 
12917'= 

12922i 
12925i 

129001 
129040 

129433 

2014 

ITS 

" 

16 
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HOLLY A. DEHAVEN MONTHLY INSPECTION REPORT 

I DAY 

Iunday 
~on day 

ridav 

~---
Saturday 

~ 
Monday 
,..uesday 

:nday 

IDATE !HOURS IHOURS ITOTAL IBLDG IELEC IGAS IMECH IPLBG IMISC 
IN FIELD IN HOURS INSP INSP INSP INSP INSP INSP 

OFFICE 

219. 
l2i10il 
r:2i'i1i2 

l14 

014 
014 
014 

7. 
7. 

2 15 

8. 2 1 
8. 0 4 

D 3 

I TOTAL I START I END FUEL 
INSP MILEAGE MILEAGE 

12904( 1290 31 

0 
0 
0 
0 

31 

2014 

IJT:S 

0 
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Battletown Berryville Boyce 
Janua~ 0 0 1 
February 0 0 0 
March 
At>ril 
May 
June 
Jul)' 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 
TOTAL 0 0 1 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 
COUNTY OF CLARKE, VA 

NEW SINGLE FAMILY DWELLINGS 
2014 

Chapel Greenway I Long marsh TOTAL 
1 0 1 
2 1 1 

3 1 2 

COMMENTS 
3 
4 1 in LM is Mobile Home 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 

-
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FASBU042 COUNTY OF CLARKE CIRCUIT COURT 
~\ONTH END DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE 

LOCAL TAXATION DEPARTI>\ENT 
COUNTY 

FOR FEBRUARY, 2014 

PAGE: 1 

RECORDED INSTRUMENT GRANTOR (X) GRANTEE/ADDRESS (X) CONSIDERATION TYPE PERCENT 

02/03/14 

r' 
02/03/14 

14-186 ASHBY, SANDRA S 
RECORDED TI~\E: 11: 15 
DESCRIPTION 1: GREENWAY DISTRICT, 
DATE OF DEED : 02/01/14 BOOK: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

14-189 LARRICK, ANNA L 

N ASHBY, JEREMY AND CRYSTAL N 

3.0 ACRES 
574 PAGE: 

308 IRON RAIL LANE BOYCE, VA. 22620 

234 MAP: 29-A-10 

N .00 DG 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 11: 2 9 

~ DESCRIPTION 1: THREE PARCELS -
DATE OF DEED : 01/31/14 BOOK: 

N LARRICK, AMY LYNETTE & ANNA L 
690 I~HITE POST RD WHITE POST, 

GREENWAY DIST WR/S 
574 PAGE: 238 MAP: 28A-A-46 

VA. 22663 

PIN: 

02/04/14 
v 

02/04/14 

V' 

02/05/14 

v 

02/05/14 

02/06/14 

02/06/14 

NUMBER PAGES : 0 

4071 MCCLAUGHRY, FRANCES D, DECEASE N/A 
RECORDED TI~\E: 09:50 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: 12.92 ACRES OFF RT 7 - BATTLETOWN DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 02/04/14 BOOK: 93 PAGE: 846 
NUf\BER PAGES : 12 

4072 THOMAS REED WOLFE N/A 
RECORDED TIME: 10:22 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: 4.7328 ACRES ON RT 612 
DATE OF DEED : 02/04/14 BOOK: 93 PAGE: 859 
NU~BER PAGES : 0 

li/B 59 PG 362 
MAP: 26-A-11 

BATTLETOWN DIST 
~\AP: 9-A-57 

.00 COPY 

D/B 36 PG 410 
PIN: 

00% 

.00 PROBATE 00% 

WR/S 
PIN: 

14-199 MERRITT, RUTH LEE MCCLAUGHRY & N KRALY, LYNN MCCLAUGHRY N 164,000.00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 10:50 302 E RENOVAH CIRCLE WILMINGTON, NC. 28403 
DESCRIPTION 1: 12.9241 ACRES IN BATTLETOWN DIST '3 3(,, /6 0 

DATE OF DEED : 12/30/13 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 298 MAP: 26-A-11 PIN· 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 rflfl<ff,l"k_ VUJi ry V 

14-200 KRALY, LYNN MCCLAUGHRY N WELLS, BARRY S N 
RECORDED TIME: 10:51 272 VILLAGE LN BLUH\ONT, VA. 20135 
DESCRIPTION 1: 12.9241 ACRES IN BATTLETOWN DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 12/30/13 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 301 MAP: 26-A-11 
NU~\BER PAGES : 0 

320,000.00 DBS ;, 100% 
3 ;:>,(,, {06 

PIN: VJ fi i'lf \J 

14-212 HERDT, KRISTA N QWEST COf\MUNICATIONS N .00 DE 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 01:35 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: BATTLETOWN DISTRICT, RECREATION AREA 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 357 MAP: 25B-1-SA1 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

14-213 WOLLARD, KAREN N QWEST COf\MUNICATIONS N .00 DE 100% 
RECORDED TJf\E: 01:36 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: BATTLETOWN DISTRICT, RECREATION AREA 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 360 f\AP: 25B-1-1SA1 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 
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FASEU042 COUNTY OF CLARKE CIRCUIT COURT 
NONTH END DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE 

LOCAL TAXATION DEPARTMENT 
COUNTY 

FOR FEBRUARY, 2014 

PAGE: 

RECORDED INSTRUMENT GRANTOR (X) GRANTEE/ADDRESS (X) CONSIDERATION TYPE PERCENT 

02/06/14 14-114 JERNIGAN, DONALD N QWEST COMfiUNICATIONS 
RECORDED TIME: 01:37 N/A 

N .00 DE 100% 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATILETOh'N DISTRICT, RECREATION AREA 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 363 MAP: 25B-1-15A1 PIN: 
N~'IBER PAGES : 0 

02/06/14 14-215 JELINEK, PETER N QWEST COMMUNICATIONS 
RECORDED TIME: 01:38 N/A 

N .00 DE 100% 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATILETOWN DISTRICT, RECREATION AREA 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: S74 PAGE: 366 MAP: 2SB-1-1SA1 PIN: 
NLMBER PAGES : 0 

02/06/14 14-116 SCHOOMAKER, PETER J; ET UX N QWEST COflflUNICATIONS N 
RECORDED TIME: 01:39 N/A 

.00 DE 100% 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATILETOWN DISTRICT 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: S74 PAGE: 369 MAP: 2S-1-C PIN: 
NU~IBER PAGES : 0 

02/06/14 14-217 SCHOOflAKER, PETER J; ET UX N QWEST COfiMUNICATIONS N 
RECORDED TIME: 01:40 N/A 

.00 DE 100% 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATILETOWN DISTRICT 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: S74 PAGE: 372 MAP: 2SC-1-A PIN: 
NUflBER PAGES : 0 

02/06/14 14-218 SCHOOMAKER, PETER J; ET UX N QWEST COMfiUNICATIONS N 
RECORDED TIME: 01:41 N/A 

.00 DE 100% 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATILETOh'N DISTRICT 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: S74 PAGE: 37S MAP: 2S-3-14 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

02/06/14 14-219 COMflONWEALTH TRUSTEES LLC (FAT N 
RECORDED TIME: 03:40 
DESCRIPTION 1: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
DATE OF DEED : 12/18/13 BOOK: S74 PAGE: 
NUflBER PAGES : 0 

BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON N 
3SO HIGHLAND DRIVE LEWISVILLE, TX. 

379 MAP: 14A6-S-C 

10S,750.00 DTF 100% 
7S067 (j) (7~tifJ 

PIN Y ~~> ;, "' I ;I 

02/ll/14 14-22S ARNOLD, HARRY LEE; JR N HLA SERVICES LLC N .00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 10:35 315 SOUTH BUCKMARSH STREET BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE, ROCKCROFT SUBD, LOT BL1 
DATE OF DEED : 01/22/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 390 flAP: 14A4-A-60 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

02/ll/14 14-226 ARNOLD, CAROLYN N CAROLYN R ARNOLD TRUST N . 00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TifiE: 10: 36 315 SOUTH BUCKf~RSH STREET BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
DATE OF DEED : 01/22/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 392 MAP: 14A4-A-68 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

2 
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FASBU042 COUNTY OF CLARKE CIRCUIT COURT 
~IONTH END DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE 

LOCAL TAXATION DEPARTMENT 
COUNTY 

FOR FEBRUARY, 2014 

PAGE: 

RECORDED INSTRUME~~ GRANTOR (X) GRANTEE/ADDRESS (X) CONSIDERATION TYPE PERCENT 

02/ll/14 

02/ll/14 

D2/ll/14 

v 

02/1B/14 

02/1B/14 

02/1B/14 

02/18/14 

02/1B/14 

14-231 SCHOON~IAKER, PETER: ET UX 
RECORDED TI~IE: 12:00 

N QWEST CO~IMUNICATIONS 
N/A 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATTLETOWN DISTRICT 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 408 
NU~BER PAGES : 0 

4073 SHEPPARD, ANN CHAPMAN N/A 
RECORDED TIME: 13:34 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: LOTS 54 & 56, BLK 2K, SHEN. RET 
DATE OF DEED : 02/11/14 BOOK: 93 PAGE: 870 
NU~BER PAGES : 0 

4074 SHEPPARD, WILLIAM L N/A 
RECORDED TI~IE: l3: 40 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: LOTS 54,55 & 56, BLK 2K,SEC 1-SHEN.RET 

MAP: 25C-1-B 

BATTLETOWN DIST 
MAP: 17A4-24-54,56 

BATTLETOWN DIST 

N 

DATE OF DEED : 02/11/14 BOOK: 93 BB2 PAGE: ~lAP: 17-A4-24-54,55,56 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

14-2 54 SQUIER, PRUDENCE N SQUIER, PRUDENCE TR N 
RECORDED TIME: 02:50 CLARKE CO VA, 
DESCRIPTION 1: PARCEL ON RD 723 GREENWAY DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 02/07/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 519 MAP: 30A-A-24A 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

14-24D POPE, RICKY E & CATHERINE V ST y POPE, RICKY E y 
RECORDED TIME: 10:15 250 POPE LANE BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: TRACT A - 3.016 ACRES LONGMARSH DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 01/07/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 449 MAP: 7-A-ll6A 
NUfiBER PAGES : 0 

14-242 FARADAY, MARTHA ~I & fiARK N MAC N FARADAY, MARTHA M & MARK N ~lAC N 
RECORDED TIME: 10:25 1793 SWIMLEY RD BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: LOT 1 - 18.615 ACRES LONG~IARSH DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 02/17/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 471 MAP: 3-A-SA 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

PIN: 

WR/S 
PIN: 

PIN: 

PIN: 

PIN: 

PIN: 

.00 DE 

.00 COPY 

.OD COPY 

.oo DQC 

.00 DBS 

.OD DG 

14-249 BURKE, EMMITT L: ET UX N CA~IACHO-PEREZ, GUALBERTO C N 50,000.00 DBS 
RECORDED TIME: 11:15 426 COBBLER DRIVE BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: BATTLETOWN DISTRICT, WEBTOWN AREA 
DATE OF DEED : 02/14/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 507 MAP: 15-A-23 PIN: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

100% 

00% 

00% 

100% 

100% 

100% 

100% 

14-252 YORK, VERDA N LEONARD, EDWARD ~I & CYNTHIA T N 
32600 MT WEATHER RD BLUEMONT, VA. 

275,000.00 DBS 10D% 
RECORDED TIME: 11:37 
DESCRIPTION 1: 5 ACRES 
DATE OF DEED : 02/17/14 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

BOOK: 

20135 
BATTLETOWN DIST 

574 PAGE: 513 MAP: 33-3-1 

3 
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FASBU042 

RECORDED 

' 02/19/14 

02/19/14 

02/20/14 

02/20/14 

02/20/14 

/ 

02/21/14 

02/24/14 

02/24/14 

:::Z:o\TRUMENT GRANTOR 

COUNTY OF CLARKE CIRCUIT COURT 
oiONTH END DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE 

LOCAL TAXATION DEPARTNENT 
COUNTY 

FOR FEBRUARY, 2014 

(X) GRANTEE/ADDRESS 

PAGE: 

(X) CONSIDERATION TYPE PERCENT 

:14·266 U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSN TR N NIGHTINGALE ENTERPRISES LLC N DBS 100% 

4 

iECORDED HolE: 03:41 428 WESTSIDE STATION WINCHESTER, VA. 
DESCRIPTION 1: SHEN. RET - BATTLETOWN DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 02/06/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 586 NAP: 17A1-9-35B 
illoiBER PAGES : 0 

75,000.00 
226010 

PIN: V f1i{ ;160 ·1/ 
IJ-' I' 1"-( 

JL 4·261 SINGLETON, CHARLES W, ET AL N PRINESTAR FUND I LP N 500,00 DLF 100% 
iECORDED TioiE: 11:15 
DESCRIPTION 1: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
t~TE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 

118 VIRGINIA AVE BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 ~ 

537 MAP: 14A{,;'2-21A, 22 ~.... PIN: lttyjJ',_) c0 574 PAGE: 
tmiBER PAGES : 3 

]!.4·168 BYRD, HARRY F,III TR 
.()Ac... ID/f.KJ 1;)/ t(>'d 

Y NORTH BUCKNARSH LLC Y • 00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TioiE: 03:00 P 0 BOX 472 BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
~SCRIPTION 1: 2 PARCELS IN LONGoMRSH DIST 
DHE OF DEED : 02/14/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 593 MAP: 14-A-105 
WJMBER PAGES : 0 

::L 4-269 BYRD, HARRY F IV ET ALS Y NORTH BUCKNARSH LLC Y 
RECORDED TIME: 03:02 P 0 BOX 472 BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 
DESCRIPTION 1: LOT 3, SEC 2B, BATTLEFIELD ESTATES TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
D!TE OF DEED : 02/14/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 599 oMP: 14A7-15-3 
~IOIBER PAGES : 0 

4 0 76 MCFILLEN, VIRGINIA S. P. 
RECORDED TIME: 11: 19 
D5CRIPTION 1: LOT AT 227 E MAIN ST., 
DATE OF DEED : 02/20/14 BOOK: 93 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

r4-l78 MICHAEL, DENNIS R & DONNA R 

N/A 
N/A 

BERRYVILLE VA 
PAGE: 908 

D/B 85 PG 710 
flAP: 14-AS-A-95 

N NICHAEL, BRIAN JACOB & COURTNE N 

PIN: 

.00 DBS 

PIN: 

.00 QUAL 

PIN: 

.00 DG 
RECORDED TIME: 03:43 86 STELLA MAE LANE BLUEMONT, VA. 20135 
DESCRIPTION 1: LOT 3 - 6.5397 ACRES 
DATE OF DEED : 02/21/14 BOOK: 574 
NU'IBER PAGES : 0 

14-289 KEESLING, JAMES T; III ET UX 

CHAPEL DIST (1/2 INTEREST) 
PAGE: 625 oiAP: 32-A-41C PIN: 

N FREUND, JOHN Aol N 
VA. 22620 

~;;J,"o" <.> 
-s6S7QOO~OO- DBS 

3811 EBENEZER ROAD BOYCE, RECORDED TioiE: 02:01 
DESCRIPTION 1: CHAPEL DISTRICT, 
DATE OF DEED : 02/21/14 BOOK: 

LOT 4, 5.0834 ACRES 
oiAP: 25-1-4 & 5 \~ PIN: ll->/ , f V 574 PAGE: 687 

NUMBER PAGES : 0 

100% 

00% 

100% 

100% 

1.::: ~ s; 14, ?_CO I ,-, s-c:.;;; i.Y) VA c . 00 QUAL 00% 4077 WILSON, RAYMOND T, JR N/A 
RECORDED TIME: 09:57 N/A 
DESCRIPTION 1: QUAL UNDER WRONGFUL DEATH ACT (8.01-50) 
DATE OF DEED : 02/24/14 BOOK: 93 PAGE: 919 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

LOT 9-MT VIEW SUBD 
oMP: 14-E-4-9 

0/B 103 PG 682 
PIN: 

WR/S 
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FASBU042 COUNTY OF CLARKE CIRCUIT COURT 
MONTH END DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE 

LOCAL TAXATION DEPARTfiENT 
COUNTY 

FOR FEBRUARY, 2014 

PAGE: 5 

RECORDED INSTRUfiENT GRANTOR (X) GRANTEE/ADDRESS (X) CONSIDERATION TYPE PERCENT 

02/24/14 14-282 BOWLES, WILSON LODGE,JR N HALL, GARY ~I & TINA D N 5,500.00 DBS 
VA. 22611 

100% 
/ RECORDED TIME: 11: 3 5 

DESCRIPTION 1: 1.498 ACRES 
DATE OF DEED : 02/24/14 BOOK: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

7322 LORD FAIRFAX HI>'Y BERRYVILLE, 
CHAPEL DIST 

574 PAGE: 656 ~lAP: 22-A-19 (PORTION) PIN: 

02/24/14 14-286 MITCHELL, GREGORY W & DEBRA A N WAGNER, DAVID S N 250,000.00 DBS 100% 

02/25/14 

02/25/14 

02/28/14 

02/28/14 

02/28/14 

RECORDED TIME: 11:50 156 OAK CLIFF LN BOYCE, VA. 22620 
DESCRIPTION 1: 7.582 ACRES - LOT 29, CALMES NECK ESTATES CHAPEL DIST 
DATE OF DEED : 02/21/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 663 ~~P: 31-1-29 
NU)IBER PAGES : 0 

14-294 GLASCOCK, WARREN L,JR 
RECORDED TIME: 11:10 
DESCRIPTION 1: 2 ACRES 
DATE OF DEED : 00/00/00 BOOK: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

14-295 SOLSTICE LLC 
RECORDED TIME: 12:03 

N GLASCOCK, WARREN L, JR TR OF \;A N 
111 THORNTON RD BOYCE, VA. 22620 

GREENWAY DIST 
574 PAGE: 745 ~lAP: 30-3-1 

N EBLEN, FREDERICK & SUZANNE N 

DESCRIPTION 1: BATTLETOWN DISTRICT, SHEN RET, 
39454 BOLLINGTON ROAD LOVETTSVILLE, 
~~NOR HOUSE 1. 5657 ACRES 

DATE OF DEED : 02/21/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 747 ~lAP: 17A1-1-1 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

PIN: 

PIN: 

35/)QOC':) 
(].)/it>"{'\' 

.00 DBS 100% 

500,000.00 DBS 100% 
VA. 20180 q 

PIN: I 3 J $1.)C> 
VJ/Ifrtv 

14-313 ANDRES, SCOTT F &DORIS L N NEWCO~IBE, KERRY ET AL N 470,000.00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 04:10 
DESCRIPTION 1: CHAPEL DISTRICT, 7.643 ACRES 
DATE OF DEED : 02/19/14 BOOK: 574 PAGE: 

lOS GRIGSBY LANE BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 U 7> 't'7 •"-
/ --'1 oO-.J 

NU)IBER PAGES : 0 ~-u; r '" r· v 799 MAP: 24-1-21 PIN: 

14-318 HILL, VEVA SHACKELFORD N PAYNE, WILLIAM ; II ET UX N 194,997.00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TIME: 04:14 
DESCRIPTION 1: TOWN OF BERRYVILLE 
DATE OF DEED : 02/28/14 BOOK: 
NUMBER PAGES : 0 

574 PAGE: 

408 S CHURCH ST BERRYVILLE, VA. 22611 

842 ~~P: 14AS-A-109 PIN: 
t;;,o7, ~o 

V-> I .. "'I'' li 

14-319 NEY PAULINE S 
04:16 

N HARRIS, KIMBERLY; ET VIR N 525,000.00 DBS 100% 
RECORDED TIME 
DESCRIPTION 1 
DATE OF DEED 
NU~IBER PAGES 

2148 LILY POND DRIVE FALLS CHURCH, VA. 22043 
CHAPEL DISTRICT, 
02/24/14 BOOK: 

RT 601 
574 PAGE: 863 MAP: 26-A-127 

0 

TOTAL COUNTY DEEDS OF PARTITION AND CONVEYANCE: 
TOTAL NU~IBER OF COUNTY DEEDS OF CORRECTION 
TOTAL NUMBER OF COUNTY WILL/FIDUCIARY 

33 
0 
6 

PIN: .¥' :J.JJ, (J.i-) 

~J ~ 'rf" 
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Clarke County Planning Department 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
(540) 955-5132 

 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors members 
 
FROM: Brandon Stidham, Planning Director 
 
RE:  Informational Item – Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle and Pedestrian  
  Plan 
 
DATE: March 10, 2014 
 
Attached for your information is a memo from Tyler Klein (Northern Shenandoah Valley 
Regional Commission) that provides an overview of the planning process for the Berryville & 
Clarke County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.  County and Town Planning Staffs are currently 
working with NSVRC staff to complete the initial draft of the Plan and to organize public input.  
NSVRC staff will be in attendance at your April meeting to discuss the draft in more detail and 
to answer your questions about the Plan and the next steps. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns in advance of the meeting, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 
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DATE: February 26, 2014 
TO: Clarke County Board of Supervisors; Berryville Town Council 
CC: Martha Shickle, Executive Director; John Madera, Principal Planner; Brandon Stidham, Clarke 

County Planning Director; Christy Dunkle, Berryville Planning Director 
FROM: M. Tyler Klein, AICP 
RE: Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle & Pedestrian Planning Process 
 
The purpose of this memorandum is to provide an overview for the joint Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle & 
Pedestrian planning process. It should be noted the planning process is on-going, and will include additional 
joint meetings of Town, County and Regional Commission staffs and significant public outreach opportunities 
(TBD). Once completed, the drafted Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan will be made available to all parties interested. 

 
The Town of Berryville & Clarke County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan is being prepared in response 
to a joint-request from the Town of Berryville and Clarke County under Chuck Johnston’s leadership 
and which was reinitiated by NSVRC staff and included in the Regional Commission’s Rural 
Transportation Fiscal Year 2014 Work Program. The planning process is being facilitated by 
Regional Commission staff at no cost to the Town or County. When completed (TBD) the Plan will 
provide a comprehensive overview of the existing bicycle and pedestrian network in the Town and 
County and will outline recommendations for bicycle and pedestrian enhancements in each locality 
to better serve transportation, recreation and economic development objectives.  

The project steering committee has identified bicycle and pedestrian accessibility as vital to a 
community’s overall health and economic well-being. There are numerous economic development 
benefits in the intersection between bicycling, walkability and tourism. Bicycling and walking are 
important modes of transportation, whether used separately or with other modes of transportation. 
Since 1991, the federal, state and local governments have recognized the role of bicycle and 
pedestrian modes and their importance as part of an overall balanced transportation system.  
 
Berryville and Clarke County staffs have identified the following priorities in developing the draft 
Plan:  

 Emphasis on balancing need for promoting bicycle tourism/economic development with 

encouraging safety -- particularly with managing cycling events; 

 Generating a site-specific improvement program; 

 Linking the existing/future network with City of Winchester (Green Circle Trail) and with the 

Washington & Old Dominion (W&OD) Trail across the mountain in Purcellville to create 

regional bicycle tourism opportunities; 

 Emphasis on improvements to segments of major highways to link disjointed secondary 

roads;  

 Identifying future funding opportunities; tying project priorities to Virginia Department of 
Transportation Six-Year Improvement Plan projects; and 
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 Linking recommendations with Safe Routes to School initiative current underway 
(Berryville). 

 
The Town of Berryville and Clarke County consider bicycling and pedestrian amenities to be a key 
component of sustainable community and economic growth while connecting the localities to the 
broader region. The Town of Berryville and Clarke County are regional magnets for recreational 
cycling and tourism. Improvements to the bicycle and pedestrian networks will be critical to future 
economic development and tourism opportunities. 
 
Again, it should be noted that the planning process is currently at the staff level between the Town 
and County. Anticipated future activities include: additional joint meetings of Town, County and Regional 

Commission staffs to finalize draft documents for public consumption, staff presentations to the Town Council 
and Board of Supervisors and opportunities for public input. Staff will keep all interest parties apprised of 
Plan development and opportunities for input. 
 
Should you have additional questions or comments, please get in touch with NSVRC staff through M. Tyler 
Klein, AICP, Senior Planner (tklein@NSVregion.org), John Madera, AICP, Principal Planner 
(jmadera@NSVregion.org) or by calling NSVRC directly at 540.636.8800. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
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Citizen Comment Period · Sign-In Sheet 
[Sign in only if you desire to speak about an issue[s] that are not scheduled for Public Meeting/Hearings or 
future Public Meeting/Hearings.] 

Name Address Topic 
(Please Print) 

1. Kod l>ePrvM~r Yoq ~e.-\ \cv ue.- L 111 ~ll ~Vl vt 
2. 

.' 7 lh\ c' ,;; 

r 

-A;~;/-(' f r·~ , I (-::czrt 1S 5L . ( ' t/~ 

3. 
c' / / 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

If vou are representing an Organization: Rules of Procedure - Section 6-5. - Organizational Representation 

Any person speaking at any portion of a meeting designated for public comment, who represents himself as 
being an officer or representative of an organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, shall , upon 
request of a member of the Board, disclose for the organization, group, association, corporation, or other entity, 
the history, size, dues, structure, date of creation, requirements for membership, tax status; and shall reveal the 
organizations method of determining its official position and the speaker's authority to represent the organization. 
Unreasonable failure to provide this information to the satisfaction of the Board of Supervisors shall bar the 
speaker from speaking on behalf of the organization. 



People
build opportunities

A N N U A L  R E P O R T  2 0 1 3

www.peopleinc.net 
276.623.9000

As a Community Action Partnership, People Incorporated  

builds opportunities for individuals, families and communities 

in the regions we serve. The work we do empowers others 

to become self-sufficient and energizes communities toward 

economic growth and prosperity. This report highlights some 

of the faces and figures of those partnerships as people  

build opportunities.

“

“

—Robert G. Goldsmith
President and C.E.O.

http://www.peopleinc.net/
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2013 was a year of great opportunities and great challenges. 
Funding was down at the federal, state and local levels, 

while demand for our services continued to increase. Our communities are 
slowly recovering from the recent painful recession, but jobs are still scarce, 
and many of our neighbors continue to need some supports.

People Incorporated rose to meet this challenge, despite across-the-board 
funding cuts—supporting individuals, families and communities:

• 445 people learned new job skills

• 168 people gained employment 

• 795 people increased their incomes or assets

• 149 families built, improved or purchased homes

•  581 children and their families were better prepared for  
learning through comprehensive educational, medical and social supports

• 33 entrepreneurs started or expanded their businesses, creating or retaining 77 jobs

• 187 children and adults received court advocacy services to resolve domestic issues

The economic impact of all of this activity in 2013 totaled more than $87.7 million. These are remarkable 
numbers, but they only begin to show the value of the lives that have been changed and the futures that 
have been improved. It is the extraordinary stories of these 6,197 people that truly capture the impact of 
People Incorporated. A few of those stories are in this report.

2013 also saw the expansion of the Shenandoah County Free Clinic, profiled on page 3. Our award-win-
ning Toms Brook School project opened its doors to residents, ensuring that people have safe and afford-
able homes.  Our strategic investment to help rebuild West Liberty, Kentucky, after a devastating natural 
disaster is serving as the catalyst for the emergence of a new and more vibrant local economy.

As a Community Action Partnership, People Incorporated provides opportunities for people to build their 
own futures. Looking forward to 2014, the 50th Anniversary of People Incorporated’s founding, we see 
much work remaining to be done. Supporting economic growth, creating jobs, and providing for the 
well-being and improvement of the families and communities we serve has been the hallmark of our 
services for the past 50 years. The following pages help demonstrate the success and progress of our 
efforts to provide opportunities for people to reach their goals and improve their lives, their families, and 
their communities in 2013.

PEOPLE INCORPORATED IS BUILDING FUTURES, REALIZING DREAMS

Top stories of 2013

1
2
3

People Incorporated helps West Liberty, Kentucky rebuild after a 
devastating tornado. An unvanquished spirit and a strong sense of 
community strengthen the project’s foundation. Page 13

People Incorporated is recognized nationally as a  
Master Innovator in economic development.  Page 4

Shenandoah County Free Clinic 
gives 2600 people access to critically 
needed medical care. Page 3

MASTER INNOVATOR

NATIONAL
ENTREPRENEURSHIP &
INNOVATION AWARD

COMMUNITY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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Robert G. Goldsmith

President and C.E.O.

http://www.peopleinc.net/
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SHENANDOAH COUNTY FREE CLINIC
A heart for health and home brings a community together

(top) The Shenandoah County Free Clinic 
will increase capacity for medical, dental, 
and mental health patients. (left) Inter-
agency collaboration made the expansion 
of this facility possible.

A healthier community

 

T
he expanded location for the 

Shenandoah County Free Clinic 

(SCFC) and Shenandoah Dental 

Clinic doubled the available space 

in which the clinics can provide 

medical, dental, and mental health 

care services to low-to-moderate 

income individuals and families 

residing in Shenandoah and the 

surrounding counties.

People Incorporated, grant 

administrator for the project, 

secured state funds and was 

responsible for maintaining 

compliance with funding 

requirements. The newly renovated 

facility will be able to serve an 

additional 1,800 individuals 

and provide an additional 2,600 

appointments each year through 

expanded staffing and service 

days. As the Clinic grows its staff, 

the larger facility will enable the 

medical clinic to provide up to 

7,200 medical appointments for 

2,400 unduplicated low-income 

individuals. This is a 500% increase 

in the number of low- to moderate-

income individuals who will have 

access to medical services. 420 of 

those will receive mental health 

services. An additional 1,500  

low-income individuals will receive 

dental services, a 33% increase. 

Inter-agency collaboration 

was the key to seeing the clinic 

expansion to fruition. The project 

was funded by Virginia Department 

of Housing and Community 

Development, the USDA, and the 

fundraising efforts of the Free 

Clinic and involved the efforts of a 

variety of partners throughout its 

progression from idea to reality.  In 

addition to People Incorporated and 

the Free Clinic, partnering agencies 

include Shenandoah County 

Government, Northern Shenandoah 

Valley Regional Commission, 

Northwest Community Services 

Board, and Shenandoah County 

Department of Social Services, as 

well as many local practitioners.   

ANNUAL CAPACITY WITH EXPANDED 

STAFF AND SERVICE DAYS

7200
2400
1500 

appointments

individuals

dental services

500% 
INCREASE
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MASTER INNOVATOR

NATIONAL
ENTREPRENEURSHIP &
INNOVATION AWARD

COMMUNITY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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eople Incorporated was one of four 

Community Action Agencies (CAAs) 

working to alleviate poverty in America to 

receive the 2013 Community Economic 

Development Entrepreneurship and 

Innovation Award from Community Action 

Partnership.

Projects were evaluated based on 

effectiveness in job creation, asset 

building, and economic impact on low-

income communities in three categories: 

Entrepreneurship, Protégé, and Master 

Innovator. People Incorporated was recognized 

as Master Innovator for its exceptional projects 

including the rehabilitation of the Toms Brook 

School into affordable rental housing, its 

provision of entrepreneurship training at local 

Small Business Boot Camps to stimulate local 

business activity, and its involvement in the 

adaptive reuse of a former hospital into the 

Union College of Nursing and Health Sciences.  

In 2010, People Incorporated was the 

inaugural winner of the Master Innovator 

Award from the Community Action 

Partnership. People Incorporated continues 

to identify innovative ways to address needs 

in economically challenged communities by 

providing financing and services that benefit 

and stimulate local communities. 

“In many communities, Community Action 

Agencies (CAAs) are THE go-to organizations 

for helping people, creating jobs and improving 

communities—and this role increases during 

challenging economic times,” said Robert 

G. Goldsmith, President and CEO of People 

Incorporated. “That’s why we continue to 

innovate, and we’re proud not only that People 

Incorporated is recognized as one of the best 

Community Action Agencies in the country, 

but that we are having a considerable financial 

and personal impact on our neighbors.”

“Despite the fact that CAAs are under 

increased pressure due to budget cuts and 

growing requests for services, they are still 

leading the way in terms of novel approaches 

that are really helping low-income people 

and communities thrive,” said Stacy Flowers, 

Director of Community Economic Development 

at the Community Action Partnership. “People 

Incorporated embodies CAAs’ unique ability to 

spearhead programs that promote economic 

security and reduce poverty.” 

PEOPLE INCORPORATED OF VIRGINIA
2013 Community Economic Development Entrepreneurship and Innovation Award

Building opportunities . . .          impacting communities

ABOUT COMMUNITY ACTION PARTNERSHIP

Based in Washington, DC, the Community Action Partner-
ship provides training and other services to more than 
1,000 Community Action Agencies across America that 
are helping low-income people and families improve 
their lives, strengthen their communities and embody the 
spirit of hope.

Scan the QR code above to visit communityactionpartnership.com.

“People 

Incorporated 

embodies 

Community 

Action Agencies’ 

unique ability 

to spearhead 

programs 

that promote 

economic 

security and 

reduce poverty.” 

—Stacy Flowers, 
Director of 

Community Economic 
Development at the 

National Community 
Action Partnership

Union College of Nursing and Health Sciences
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http://www.communityactionpartnership.com/index.php
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ECONOMIC IMPACT 2013

People Incorporated remains firmly committed to serving 

low-income people and communities by fostering self-

sufficiency in vulnerable populations. By supporting 

low-income communities through economic development 

ventures, the agency stabilizes and revitalizes communities 

while creating employment opportunities. This is one of 

the reasons People Incorporated was awarded the 2013 

Community Economic Development Entrepreneurship  

and Innovation Award from the Community Action 

Partnership, a national coalition of over 1,000 Community 

Action Agencies.

People Incorporated continues to have a considerable 

economic impact in the localities it serves. The agency 

employs 242 staff members, and purchases commodities 

and services from businesses and contractors located 

within its service areas. People Incorporated contributes 

to local tax bases by investing in businesses and high 

impact community development projects that create jobs, 

constructing high quality homes, rehabilitating blighted 

structures, and developing multi-family rental housing 

and community facilities. The agency uses a multi-faceted 

approach to identify innovative ways to address needs 

in economically challenged communities by providing 

financing and services that benefit and stimulate local 

communities.

People Incorporated’s dedicated stewardship of its 

resources enables it to sponsor, develop, and invest in 

affordable housing and community development projects 

that align with community needs to produce tangible, 

sustainable benefits in communities. People Incorporated 

continues to be regarded as one of the most successful and 

influential Community Action Agencies in the nation. 

Building opportunities . . .          impacting communities

Economic Impact  
Data 2013

WAGE EFFECT

$29,953,912

GOODS AND SERVICES PURCHASED

$5,076,546
IN-KIND AND OTHER CONTRIBUTIONS

$8,076,298

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DIRECT LENDING

$13,900,000 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
LEVERAGED LENDING

$30,700,000

TOTAL ECONOMIC IMPACT
$87,706,756



6  PEOPLE INCORPORATED ANNUAL REPORT 2013

Community Economic Development

BUSINESS LOANS
Access to capital for microenterprise and small 

business loans ensures that qualified business 

owners have the financing they need to grow 

their business to its full potential and create 

jobs.

• 33 small business owners opened, sustained, 

or expanded their business through access to 

financial assistance 

• These loans created/retained 77 full time 

jobs, strengthened the businesses, and 

boosted each community’s local economy

• 37 business loans were repaid in full to 

People Incorporated Financial Services 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING
Small business owners who receive technical 

assistance or attend business training 

workshops are better prepared to succeed in 

business and to strengthen their balance sheet. 

Popular workshops this year included Budget 

and Credit Counseling, Customer Service, and 

Social Media. 

• 1,223 clients were mentored through 

technical assistance 

• 89 business trainings were held

• 457 female entrepreneurs were trained

• 18 financial trainings for Budget and Credit 

Counseling were held, with 413 individuals 

participating  

Joseph Wobbe recalls well the day his father, after receiving a tax refund, escorted his  
entire family of 11 down to a store to purchase steaks. Nothing was better than a juicy steak 

back then. And Joe has transferred that same love for a good steak to his current businesses—
three Joe’s Steakhouse restaurants—located in the Northern Shenandoah Valley of Virginia. 

Joe and his partner H.B. Sager opened their first Joe’s Steakhouse in May 2009 in Woodstock. 
Two years later, they approached People Incorporated Financial Services to request a small 
business loan to cover payroll expenses—so they could launch a second steakhouse in Front 
Royal. That transaction resulted in the addition of six new full-time jobs and five part-time jobs 
in the region. 

Joe was also given technical assistance by a People Incorporated business development  
manager and took business training workshops to improve his business and marketing skills.  
In addition, employees attended a workshop, presented by People Incorporated, called “Give 
‘em the Pickle,” featuring customer service motivator Bob Farrell.  

With assistance from People Incorporated, Joe is helping to revitalize the communities around 
him and it’s no surprise that a third Joe’s Steakhouse will be opening soon in Winchester.

How Joe' s Steakhouse grew  

in the Shenandoah Valley

33 
Small business 
owners opened, 

sustained, or 
expanded their 

business

77 

JOBS 

created or 
retained
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Community Economic Development

CONSUMER LENDING 
People Incorporated offers an affordable 

alternative to payday and title lenders and 

provides access to credit counseling and 

financial literacy training to help borrowers get 

their finances back on track.

• 88 families received consumer loans that put 

their finances back on track through debt 

consolidations, car loans, and down payment 

assistance; these loans also improved their 

credit scores and helped many obtain wealth-

building assets. 

• 38 consumer loans were repaid in full to 

People Incorporated Financial Services

INDIVIDUAL DEVELOPMENT  
ACCOUNTS (IDA)
IDAs facilitate a pattern of regular savings for 

modest income working families using matching 

funds. Clients build assets and long-term 

economic security.

• 3 families established a pattern of regular 

savings to work toward their savings goal to 

purchase a home, strengthen their business, 

or pursue higher education. 

Forced move leads  
couple to People Incorporated

M
r. and Mrs. Paul Cable’s world seemed to be collapsing 

around them when they were told the land on which 

their mobile home had sat for the last six years was being 

sold for commercial development. 

Unfortunately, the couple was in poor health, had 

limited incomes and also had charge of their three-year-

old granddaughter. Not only was this family being asked to 

relocate—which was stressful enough—but they now faced a 

myriad of unexpected costs surrounding the move. Considerable 

expense was involved in detaching their mobile home, physically 

moving it to a new site and activating utilities. 

With no savings to fall back on, the family approached 

People Incorporated for help and got it. The family was 

approved for a consumer loan to cover all moving expenses. 

The loan was closed in May 2013, with manageable 

terms of 36 monthly payments. People Incorporated’s 

Consumer Lending program was this couple’s last resort for 

financing with flexible terms. Had they not come to People 

Incorporated, the family would likely have become displaced 

or even homeless, since they would not have 

qualified for a regular bank loan. 

The Paul Cable family.

38
88 

Consumer loans were repaid in full to  
People Incorporated Financial Services

Families received consumer loans to help 
obtain wealth-building assets
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NINTH DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT 
FINANCING
Local economies are enhanced through this 

specialty loan program that enables tourism-

based business owners to start or expand their 

businesses with below market rate financing in 

the 9th Congressional District of Virginia. 

• Since its inception in 1994, this program has 

provided loans to fund 26 projects, including 

conference centers, theatres, agribusinesses, 

museums and more. 

• These projects have brought more than $4.5 

million into the region, building economies 

and preserving jobs.

NEW MARKETS TAX CREDITS
The New Markets Tax Credits program attracts 

private investment to community development 

projects in low-income communities by offering 

tax credits to investors in return for qualified 

equity investments. People Incorporated 

Financial Services, a certified Community 

Development Entity, uses the investment funds 

to finance high impact businesses that create 

jobs and build opportunities and economic 

growth in low-income communities.

Community Economic 

Development CONTINUED
A P P A L A C H I A N  M O U N T A I N  S P I R I T S

Sound the “War Horns”!
L. Scott Schumaker is the sole proprietor of Appalachian Mountain Spirits, 
an artisan distillery in Marion, Virginia. Scott decided to showcase and pre-
serve the Appalachian craft of moonshine and to brand a special whiskey 
as tribute to the 32nd Signal Corp Battalion which saw combat in Iraq and 
was commanded by LTC Sean Schumaker, his brother. Scott has introduced 
War Horn Whiskey, a locally distilled whiskey. And he is just getting started! 

With financial backing from two other 
investors, Scott raised enough money to 
build housing for the distillery and purchase 
the equipment to begin operations; he is 
currently distilling whiskey, scotch and 
corn moonshine, using locally produced 
raw materials, supplies and grains. He has 
been approved by the Virginia Department 
of Alcohol Beverage Control and, since April 
2013, has product in Virginia ABC stores. 
To keep up with this increased demand, he 
approached People Incorporated Financial 
Services to get financing for an additional 
still and inventory. 

People Incorporated Financial Services not only provided Scott with a small 
business loan, but provided him with three hours of classroom instruction, 
two hours of business plan assistance, one site visit and three one-on-one 
credit counseling sessions.

Scott is also the owner of the Mercantile and Stillhouse Store on Main 
Street in Marion.  At the mercantile he sells all of his Appalachian Mountain 
Spirits souvenirs and other locally made goods.  He has five full time 
employees. Appalachian Mountain Spirits will be a “Ground to Glass” 
agricultural operation and will produce its own grains, have tours and 
tastings. This agricultural label will also allow the company to have special 
government considerations in their product placement and sales.  

.5 million

released into region$4 

Building economyPreservingjobs
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Community Development 

BLOCK GRANTS REVITALIZE GLADE SPRING AND FIDDLEHEAD JUNCTION

BUILDING ENTREPRENEURSHIP IN GRAYSON COUNTY
A partnership between People Incorporated Financial Services 

and the Grayson County Industrial Development Authority has 

created a Revolving Loan Fund Program offering microenterprise 

loan products and services for the county’s entrepreneurs.

The program will expand access to affordable capital and 

business technical assistance to encourage entrepreneurship and 

grow the local economy. Eligible new or expanding businesses 

will be provided loans in amounts of up to $20,000, which can be 

used for working capital to purchase 

inventory, supplies, furniture or 

equipment. People Incorporated will 

also provide business development 

services including one-to-one technical 

assistance, workshops and other 

business- and credit-related classes.

“The purpose of the program is to stimulate 

job creation, capital investment and 

economic diversity throughout the county 

by offering a unique capital access program 

specifically designed for small businesses and 

entrepreneurs who may be looking to bolster 

their business or seize upon new business 

opportunities.” —Jonathan Sweet,  
 Grayson County Administrator 

Fiddlehead Junction, with restaurants and 

variety shops, is helping bring vitality back 

to Glade Spring Virginia’s Town Square 

area. Artisans, craftsmen, and specialty 

shop vendors have 

filled the space with 

attractive, competitive 

retail options. Initiatives 

like Small Business 

Saturday, Shop Small, 

and Buy Local are 

increasing traffic and sales. Glade Springs’ 

old friend, St. Nicholas, stopped by for a 

few days in early December —a huge boon 

for holiday smiles and sales.  MADE (above) a specialty craft shop, 
is just one of the many vendors and 
eateries in Glade Spring’s popular 
Fiddlehead Junction.

LOAN FUND

$20,000
revolving loans build business
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Workforce Development

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT (YOUTH)
Low-income youth complete secondary 

education and obtain temporary employment 

while receiving supportive services that prepare 

them to enter the adult workforce.

• 80 youth who exited the program 

attained gainful employment as a result 

of help received through youth workforce 

development activities.

• 237 clients received vocational training 

leading to a certification or diploma. 

• 73 youth exhibited new or improved job 

skills and/or advanced their education as a 

result of participation in employment-focused 

training and activities. 

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT (ADULT)
As the One-Stop Operator for the New River 

Mount Rogers Workforce Development Area,

People Incorporated provides key components 

of the service delivery system: services 

to low-income individuals, workforce 

development, direct training, and employer 

relations. Participants are assisted in locating 

employment that provided them a sustainable 

wage to support their families while providing 

employers with skilled and qualified workers.

• 88 adults attained gainful employment as a 

result of assistance provided through adult 

workforce development programs.

• 87% of these participants retained their job.

• 82% of enrolled adults completed training to 

advance their job skills.

445
clients in People 

Incorporated 
Workforce 

Development 
programs

Workforce Investment Act 
participant Jason Collins.

168
Workforce
Investment 

Act program 
participants 

attained gainful 
employment

237
Youth received 
training leading 
to certification  

or diploma
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Wages
compared to 

minimum wage

WIA gets the job done.
Jason Collins likely knows the importance of completing a high school degree 
better than anyone. When he lost his construction job during the downturn, he 
realized he had few options – since he’d never finished high school or taken 
the GED exam.

When things worsened financially, he sought help from People Incorporated’s 
Workforce Investment Act (WIA) adult program, which advised him to complete 
GED classes through Mount Rogers Adult Education.

From People Incorporated, Jason received training services and career 
assessments, which uncovered a high aptitude for mechanical occupations. 
Based on local employment needs, he was advised to pursue classes that 
taught electrical power line installation and repair. Through WIA-funded 
groundsman training, he earned several job-focused certifications that, within 
a year, led him to a solid, full-time job. 

“I’m thankful that I can now provide for my family,” says Jason, noting that 
he’s excited about his career path and has high expectations for the future.
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Chelsey Hagy grew up in a middle-class home and enrolled in 
community college at seventeen. After she became pregnant and 
the father of her child was incarcerated, Chelsea had to leave 
school. Determined to support herself, Chelsey worked two part-
time jobs but still couldn’t make ends meet. With no other options, 
she turned to public assistance and was still working when her 
child was born. Chelsey lived in public housing and with assistance 
from food stamps, WIC and TANF, she was able to purchase diapers, 
formula and clothes each month for her young son.

Then, when he was eight months old, Chelsea’s son was diagnosed 
with a genetic syndrome that would require extensive and costly med-
ical care throughout his life. Through Medicaid, Chelsey’s son was able 
to obtain the physical, occupational, speech, and behavioral therapy 
that he needed to deal with the development disorder. 

A couple of years later, Chelsey married and had a second child, but 
later separated from her husband. During this time, Chelsey had en-
rolled in the nursing program at Virginia Highlands Community College, 
seeking a career that could successfully support her family. While 
pursuing her degree, her sons attended Early Head Start, where the 
family benefited from early childhood education, preventive healthcare, 
nutrition classes and parental instruction.

With two semesters left to earn her nursing degree, Chelsey’s financial 
aid was exhausted. Determined to graduate and become self-sufficient, 

Chelsey applied for tuition assis-
tance through People Incorporated’s 
Workforce Development Program. 
The program paid for her tuition, 
books, uniform, and exam fees.

Chelsey graduated in May and 
became a state licensed nurse in 
June. She is now a full-time nurse 
with Advanced Cardiac Life Support 
licensure at Mountain States Health 
Alliance in Abingdon. She works full 
time and nursing students from her 
alma mater often shadow her in her 
daily duties.

Chelsey and her children no longer 
need government assistance, and her eldest son is in a special educa-
tion kindergarten class with a teacher he loves. She has also remarried 
and purchased her first home. “I cannot imagine where my life would 
be now, if it were not for the support and the opportunities that were 
given to me,” Chelsey said. “If I as a single mother of two—one of 
whom has special needs—can do it, anyone can.”

Support along the path  
to self sufficiency

Travis Rife was floored when he 

received a permanent layoff notice  

in late 2009 from his employer in 

Bristol, Virginia, after 12 years of work.

It was a huge disappointment since Travis had little hope of 

finding a similar position locally. Realizing he should consider 

a career change, he sought help through WIA Dislocated 

Worker programs at the Bristol Virginia Workforce Center. 

He took full advantage of assessments, planning, guidance 

and coaching provided by People Incorporated staff, 

eventually deciding to enroll in a registered nursing 

program at Virginia Highlands Community College. 

This was definitely the right move. Just three days 

after earning his associate of applied science degree, 

Travis was hired to work in the post-anesthesia care 

unit at Bristol Regional Medical Center.

“I’m very blessed with the help I received through 

the Dislocated Worker program,” he says. “I’m 

working a job that I love, and I work with some of 

the most amazing people.” 

DISLOCATED WORKER 

LAUNCHES NEW CAREER

DISLOCATED WORKER PROGRAM 
Dislocated workers, unemployed through no fault 

of their own or who have received an official layoff 

notice, find employment through job training and 

employment services. Participants upgrade skills, 

obtain employment, improve job retention, and 

increase earnings.

• 395 individuals who had become unemployed 

through no fault of their own received services 

through the Dislocated Worker Program.

•  The Dislocated Worker Program enabled 146 

individuals to reenter the workforce after furthering 

their education or receiving skills training.

(Left to right) Labor 
secretary Thomas Perez, 
Chelsey Hagy, and Wade 
Henderson, President and 
CEO of the Leadership 
Conference on Civil and 
Human Rights.
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New Markets Tax Credits

An Investment in Tomorrow

People Incorporated initiated several New Markets Tax 

Credits (NMTC) projects in 2013, preserving jobs and 

rebuilding towns in the rural south, and building the 

manufacturing base for low-income communities. 

Awarded in February of 2011, a third New Markets Tax Credits 

award allowed People Incorporated to increase financing for 

business operations and real estate projects in underserved 

areas throughout Central Appalachia and the rural south. People 

Incorporated provided debt financing for qualifying businesses at 

significantly reduced interest rates and with more flexible terms 

and conditions than are typically available through conventional 

markets.

PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS
• The new Continental Tire facility, 

opened in January 2014, will 
bring almost 1,600 new jobs to 
Sumter, South Carolina, and serve 
as an economic catalyst for the 
severely distressed county. 

• West Liberty, Kentucky, was virtually destroyed by a major tornado on March 2, 
2012. More than 400 homes, businesses and government structures were affected 
and seven lives were lost. The town is rebuilding, fortified by a bedrock foundation 
of entrepreneurial spirit, community support, and low-interest loans coordinated by 
People Incorporated.

• Union College Center for Health and Natural Sciences opened its doors to students 
in the Fall of 2013. The former hospital has been remodeled as an environmentally 
sustainable facility. It has been refurbished and utilizes state-of-the-art equipment. 
The school will graduate 135 new nurses over the next three years to better meet 
the health care needs of local communities.

UNION COLLEGE RENOVATION BRINGS 
BOOST TO BARBOURVILLE 

People Incorporated’s New Markets Tax Credits funding was the 
final financing piece that allowed Union College in Barbourville, 
Kentucky, to turn a deserted county hospital into the new Center 
for Health and Natural Sciences. 

The center provides space to offer a bachelor of science in 
nursing degree on campus and adds opportunities that encour-
age students to start their careers locally. The project also helps 
meet the area’s severe shortage of medical professionals.

Union sought insight from local healthcare professionals and 
monetary assistance from community development agencies, 
such as People Incorporated to help get funding to do the 
renovations. 

The project was a single solution for resolving a number of  
ocal issues—adding educational opportunities to the area, 
increasing economic and career development and adapting an 
obsolete structure for reuse. 

UNION COLLEGE CENTER FOR HEALTH AND 
NATURAL SCIENCES FACTS

• Location: Barbourville, Kentucky

• Construction Completed: October 2013

• Size: ~150,000 square feet 

• Cost: $17 million

• Purpose: Instructional and Classroom Facilities

• For more information visit www.unionky.edu or scan  
the QR code above. 

UN
IO

N
 C

O
LL

EG
E

CO
N

TI
N

EN
TA

L 
TI

RE

http://www.unionky.edu/health-and-natural-sciences-building


PEOPLE BUILD OPPORTUNITIES 13

One year after a devastating 
tornado in West Liberty, Kentucky, 
work continues on the Old Morgan 
Courthouse, (below) which 
was heavily damaged by the 
March 2, 2012 tornado. People 
Incorporated has administered low 
interest loans with New Markets 
Tax Credits to help rebuild the 
town. (left) The aftermath of the 
devastation is shown in aerial 
photos from March 3, 2012.

Continental Tire’s one-million-square-foot production facility 
located on a 500-acre site in Sumter, South Carolina, currently 
employs 250 people and opened for production in January 2014. 

By 2017, five million passenger 
and light truck tires will be 
produced annually by 800 em-
ployees at the facility. When the 
full production level is reached 
in 2021, production capacity is 
expected to increase to eight 
million tires per year and  
Continental will have brought 
1,600 new jobs to the county.

NEW MARKETS TAX CREDIT FUNDING: STRATEGIC INVESTMENT

Rebuilding West Liberty, Kentucky

SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA: CONTINENTAL TIRE 

Investment brings jobs and strengthens community

Scan this QR code to visit  
www.readySC.org, Continental 

Tire’s job recruiting website.
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Child and Family Development

EARLY HEAD START
Children enrolled in People Incorporated’s 

Early Head Start program are better prepared, 

emotionally and behaviorally, to enter the 

public school system. Prenatal care and birth 

outcomes of pregnant women are improved 

and parents are more emotionally supportive of 

their children. Developmental and behavioral 

issues are identified early so that parents can 

understand how to address them and care for 

their children appropriately. 

• 131 children were enrolled in People 

Incorporated’s Early Head Start Program.

• 94% of Early Head Start enrollments met 

income eligibility requirements.

• Early Head Start served 20 children 

diagnosed with various developmental 

disabilities.

HEAD START
Head Start children are better prepared to enter 

school through the provision of early childhood 

education, developmental screenings, health, 

nutrition, and social services. Their parents 

learn to support their family’s development while 

reaching their own personal goals such as a GED 

or higher education. 

• 450 children were enrolled in People 

Incorporated’s Head Start Program.

• 90% of Head Start enrollment met income 

eligibility requirements.

• Head Start served 76 children diagnosed with 

various developmental disabilities

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER
Children receive quality care in Dickenson 

County so that their parents are free to work 

or attend school, secure in knowing that their 

children are properly supervised and provided 

with age-appropriate activities that enhance 

their school experiences. 

• 54 children received quality child care that 

allowed a parent to work or attend school. 

581 
children  
enrolled

96 
children with 

developmental  
disabilities  

served

“[Serving on the] Policy Council has 

helped me have more confidence in 

future decision-making opportunities.” 

James Keen, Head Start parent and Vice 
Chairperson, Head Start Policy Council
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Child and Family Development

Children enrolled in Head Start and Early 

Head Start receive medical services and have 

scheduled preventative care each year.

Head Start and Early Head Start children  

receive oral health exams and/or oral health 

screenings each year.

S
ometimes a simple display of determination 

can transform a family. And that’s exactly 

what happened when little Abby Keen of Glade 

Spring, Virginia, announced one day: 

“I want to go to school.” 

Just three years old, she had 

watched longingly each day as a 

yellow Head Start bus passed by 

her house. Abby’s father, James, 

decided to inquire about local 

Head Start programs, completing 

an application. Soon his daughter was 

actually getting on the yellow bus and riding to 

Hayter’s Gap Head Start Center in Saltville. 

During her second year of attending, another 

Head Start was started in Glade Spring, and 

Abby transferred to that facility. In 2013, the 

little girl entered public school kindergarten, 

leaving her spot at Glade Spring to be filled by 

her younger sister, Bailey.

James is so impressed with how the program 

has helped both his daughters that he now 

volunteers, serving on Head Start’s Policy 

Council. The Keen family’s involvement shows 

how Head Start can not only affect a child’s 

development but also transform an entire family. 

Head Start opens a  

child's world

HEAD START & EARLY HEAD START INVOLVEMENT

183 EMPLOYEES

including 71 current or former  
Head Start parents.

HEAD START & EARLY HEAD START SERVICESVolunteers have 
always been a 
big part of Head 
Start programs, 
but recent years 
have included 
more dads as 
volunteers. Here, 
a Hayter’s Gap 
dad helps out in 
the classroom.  

1,347

61,353

745

57,866

PARENT  
VOLUNTEERS

PARENT  
VOLUNTEER HOURS

COMMUNITY
VOLUNTEER HOURS

COMMUNITY
VOLUNTEERS
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Community Services

COMPREHENSIVE  
HEALTH INVESTMENT  
PROJECT (CHIP)
Vulnerable families with children improve their 

self-sufficiency by reaching self-identified goals 

that enrich the overall health and education 

of their children and strengthen their family 

unit. CHIP strives to provide children with an 

environment where they will grow up healthy, 

safe, and ready to learn.

• CHIP helped 75 families and 104 children, 

birth to age six, improve their health and 

quality of life.  

• 95% of CHIP families received all of the four 

core services: screening; assessment and 

planning; education and support; and follow-

up, referral and outreach. 

• CHIP staff made 631 home visits.

COURT APPOINTED SPECIAL  
ADVOCATE (CASA)
Abused and neglected children  

obtain safe, permanent homes.  

CASA participants are less  

likely to spend time in long-term  

foster care and less likely to reenter foster care.

• 145 abused or neglected children were 

assisted by trained CASA volunteers who 

advocated for their best interest in Court 

so they could obtain safe, permanent, and 

loving homes.  

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTER  
AND OUTREACH PROGRAM
Survivors of domestic abuse achieve safety 

and independence as they receive housing 

and supportive assistance. The 

program provides for the 

immediate safety of 

the individual while 

increasing knowledge 

and awareness of domestic 

violence and its solutions to both 

survivors and the community.

• 246 victims of domestic abuse received 

assistance through the program and 42 were 

provided court advocacy services.

•  Emergency shelter was provided to 74 

adults and children, all facing homelessness 

because of domestic violence.

• These individuals were provided with 

temporary emergency shelter for a total of 

3,153 nights.

CHIP BRINGS HOPE AND HELP  
TO MOMS AND INFANTS 

Few life situations are more frightening than being young, pregnant 
and virtually homeless. But that was what 21-year-old Brittany 
faced last year when she came to People Incorporated for help. 
She was immediately referred to the organization’s Comprehensive Health 
Investment Project (CHIP) for expectant and new mothers and their infants.

The young mother not only received information on prenatal care, child devel-
opment and parenting but also learned about the importance of setting goals 
and planning for the future. Through sessions with a CHIP worker, Brittany 
ultimately decided to move in with her grandfather, who supported her during 
the pregnancy and after her baby, Sophia, was born in March 2013. The family 
also helped by babysitting so Brittany could start a part-time job.  

Because Brittany had shown interest in a healthcare career, her CHIP worker 
also gave her information about becoming a personal care aide. This led  
Brittany to enroll and finish PCA training at Dickenson County Vocational School. 

With support from CHIP, Brittany is a model parent and well on her way to 
meeting all her personal independence goals.
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W
hen he first approached People 

Incorporated, newly-released 

parolee Jeremiah Cole was living at the 

Salvation Army Homeless Shelter and 

working in its retail store. His parole 

officer had referred him to the agency’s 

Virginia CARES program, which helps 

ex-offenders successfully mainstream 

back into society. Working with a Virginia 

CARES caseworker, Jeremiah identified his housing 

and employment goals and learned the steps he 

needed to take to attain them. 

Jeremiah first needed to obtain three important 

items: copies of his birth certificate, social security 

card and photo identification. He worked hand-in-

hand with his caseworker, who even accompanied 

him to the Social Security Office and 

Department of Motor Vehicles. Additionally, 

Jeremiah continued to work on self-

improvement by attending citizenship 

and support group workshops and taking 

computer classes at the Bristol Public 

Library. He also prepared a resume, 

cover letter and conviction statement in 

preparation for job hunting.

With housing assistance provided by People 

Incorporated, Jeremiah soon found an apartment 

and was offered a job. During his off time, he 

continued to volunteer with the Salvation Army. 

Having undergone an impressive transformation, 

Jeremiah now has a job he enjoys at a lumber mill 

and the support of his recently reunited family.

VIRGINIA COMMUNITY ACTION RE-ENTRY 
SYSTEM (VIRGINIA CARES) 

Ex-offenders are 

assisted with 

the transition 

from prison to life with family members 

and the community by receiving supportive 

services, both pre- and post-release, including 

counseling and employment assistance. 

• 488 ex-offenders benefited from services 

provided through Virginia CARES.

• 19 ex-offenders were assisted with 

applications for the restoration of their 

rights.

EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT OUTREACH 
PROGRAM (EITC)
Individuals and families benefit from 

free tax preparation and assistance in 

maximizing their refund.

• 817 residents had returns completed at 

a savings of approximately $168,000 in 

professional tax preparation fees.

• 752 had their income tax returns 

electronically prepared by volunteers who 

helped them claim $244,458 in Earned 

Income Tax Credit.

• 32 individuals volunteered 1,099 hours of 

service, which provided a total economic 

impact of $1,129,034 during the 2012 EITC 

free income tax preparation sessions.

Parolee makes successful re-entry



Project Discovery Makes College Dreams Reality
Jaimie Neece is a prime example of the effectiveness of People Incorporated’s 
Project Discovery program that helps first generation college-eligible  
students pursue a higher education.

Always an exceptional student, Jaimie says she was encouraged through 
workshops and numerous trips to college campuses that were sponsored by 
Project Discovery during her years at Lebanon High School. She also received 
a $3,000 college scholarship through the program. 

Jaimie went on to attend Liberty University in Lynchburg, Virginia, 
where she majored in education and English as a second language (ESL),  
with a minor in Spanish.

The main success story, however, is that as an adult, she returned to  
her hometown and is now employed by the Russell County School  
System’s ESL program. 

“Project Discovery enabled me to continue my progress throughout  
high school, while also helping me learn to further my education,” says  
Jaimie. “The program’s support was a valuable asset in furthering my education and  
has helped me build confidence in my future. I encourage all students to enroll in  
Project Discovery.”

IMPROVING SCHOLARS
At-risk middle and high school students are 

kept on the right path toward their academic 

career goals with weekly guidance that improves 

their scholastic performance and helps them 

avoid delinquent behaviors.

• 14 students improved performance in school 

through the Improving Scholars program.

FREE DENTAL CLINIC
126 eligible low-income individuals 

received dental care at the free 

Dental Clinic.

PROJECT DISCOVERY
Low-income high school students or first 

generation college students increase their 

chances of attending and succeeding in college 

by participating in this college access program. 

• 148 high school students learned about the 

benefits of higher education through Project 

Discovery

• 29 of these participants graduated from high 

school and 27 enrolled in college.

Community Services 
CONTINUED
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Project Discovery

Project Discovery 
students tour 
Washington and 
Lee University 
in Lexington, 
Virginia.
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Housing Development

HOMEOWNERSHIP PROGRAM

• 27 low- to moderate-income families gained financial 

stability, accumulated assets and equity, and 

made a long-term investment in their future by 

becoming homeowners with assistance from People 

Incorporated’s Homeownership Counselors. 

• 237 individuals were provided housing counseling.

• 94 individuals were assisted with foreclosure 

counseling.

AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING

• 361 low- to moderate-income families (550 

individuals) resided in one of ten safe and affordable 

multi-housing complexes operated by People 

Incorporated. 

SECTION 8 RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
• 190 low-income individuals obtained safe, affordable 

housing through rental assistance that fills the gap 

between the housing cost and the amount that the 

household can afford.   

SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR VETERANS’ FAMILIES
Veterans and their families that are 

homeless or are at risk of homelessness 

are provided with supportive services, such as personal 

financial planning and housing counseling, along with 

temporary financial assistance in various categories in 

order to help promote housing stability. 

• 28 households were 

assisted with homeless 

prevention and rapid  

re-housing services. 

HOMELESS PREVENTION PROGRAM 
Short- to medium-term financial assistance and services 

assist program participants who are at risk of becoming 

homeless to become self-sufficient.

• 70 households (193 individuals) who were homeless 

or at risk of becoming homeless received financial 

assistance with rent or utility payments through 

Homeless Prevention Program (HPRP). 

• 888 families have participated in the program  

since 2009.

Four apartment complexes were purchased  

or renovated in FY2013:

WEST LANCE, SPRUCE HILL,  
CLINCHVIEW MANOR, ABINGDON VILLAGE

NEW

KE
N

 K
RA

KO
W



Family Gets Relief  

through Toms Brook Housing 

People Incorporated’s 2012 renovation of the historic Toms 

Brook School in Shenandoah County brought a positive 

change to the life of Candace Barnett in 2013. When the 

mother of three separated from her husband this past 

summer, she had to find safe, affordable housing for her 

family in short order. 

A friend who had once attended Toms Brook School told 

Candace about the old site’s transformation into apartments 

and that People Incorporated managed the property. When 

the mother investigated, she was 

happy to find the rent was lower 

than other apartments she’d seen—

and that the location was in her 

children’s school district. On August 

16, 2013, Candace and her children 

moved into a three-bedroom unit at 

the renovated site. An added plus is that her children are now 

being picked up and dropped off by the school bus right at the 

front door of Toms Brook School Apartments—which had not 

been the case at their previous home. 

Although the family had some initial difficulty transitioning 

from a house to an apartment, both mom and children are 

now settled in and enjoying their new home.

KINGS MOUNTAIN SUPPORTIVE HOUSING
Chronically homeless men with disabilities 

receive housing and supportive services so 

they can move toward self-sufficiency. People 

Incorporated assists with transportation, job 

training, mental health 

care, substance abuse 

counseling, and other 

resources they require 

to lead them toward 

a more independent 

lifestyle. 

• 17 formerly chronically homeless individuals 

set goals toward greater independence 

and self-sufficiency as residents of Kings 

Mountain Supportive Housing.

WEATHERIZATION
Households receive home energy audits and 

housing improvements, including insulation, 

window and door repairs, and heating system 

repairs or replacement, that increase the 

comfort of their homes as well as maximize 

energy efficiency. 

• Weatherization repairs on 72 homes 

improved living conditions and reduced 

energy bills for 128 individuals. 

Housing Development  
CONTINUED

After: R-44 insulation saves 

energy and dollars.
Before: inadequate insulation
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Primary Service Area

Secondary Service Area

People Incorporated Office

Bristol Office, Bristol, Virginia

Primary Service Area

Secondary Service Area

People Incorporated Office

Bristol Office, Bristol, Virginia

Primary Service Area

Secondary Service Area

People Incorporated Office

Bristol Office, Bristol, Virginia

Scan this QR code  
with your Smart Phone

to visit www.peopleinc.net

ABINGDON OFFICE:
People Incorporated
1173 West Main Street
Abingdon, VA 24210
276.623.9000
info@peopleinc.net

PEOPLE INCORPORATED  
FINANCIAL SERVICES  
AND WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT:
1217 West Main Street
Abingdon, VA 24210
276.623.9000
info@peopleinc.net

BRISTOL OFFICE:
People Incorporated
800 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.
Bristol, VA 24201
276.466.5587
bristol@peopleinc.net

CLINTWOOD OFFICE:
People Incorporated
P.O. Box 1439
Clintwood, VA 24228
276.926.5600
dickenson@peopleinc.net

GRUNDY OFFICE:
People Incorporated
20694 Riverside Drive
Grundy, VA 24614
276.935.747
buchanan@peopleinc.net

LEBANON OFFICE:
People Incorporated
122 Price St.
Lebanon, VA 24266
276.889.0999
russell@peopleinc.net

WOODSTOCK OFFICE:
People Incorporated
150 South Main Street
Woodstock, VA 22664
540.459.9096
Fax 540.459.8732
woodstock@peopleinc.net 

GAINESVILLE OFFICE:
People Incorporated
7572 Gardner Park Drive
Gainesville, VA 20155
571.445.3020
gainesville@peopleinc.net

SERVICE AREA AND OFFICE LOCATIONS

SERVICE AREA KEY

http://www.peopleinc.net/
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TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, PEOPLE INCORPORATED OF VIRGINIA, ABINGDON, VIRGINIA

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of People Incorporated of Virginia (a nonprofit  
organization) which comprise the statement of financial position as of June 30, 2013, and the related 
statements of activities and cash flows for the year then ended, and the related notes to the financial 
statements.

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this includes the 
design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair presentation 
of financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audit. We conducted 
our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America. Those 
standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the 
financial statements are free from material misstatement.

An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in the 
financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor’s judgment, including the assessment 
of the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to fraud or error. In making 
those risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the entity’s preparation and fair 
presentation of the financial statements in order to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the 
circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s internal 
control. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness of 
accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting estimates made by management, 
as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements.

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our 
audit opinion.

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial 
position of People Incorporated of Virginia as of June 30, 2013, and the changes in its net assets and its cash 
flows for the year then ended in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States 
of America.

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming an opinion on the financial statements as a whole. The 
Schedule of Federal Awards which is required by the U.S. Office of Management and Budget Circular A-133, 
Audits of States, Local Governments and Non-Profit Organizations, and the Schedule of Expenditures which 
is presented for purposes of additional analysis has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the 
audit of the basic financial statements and certain additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards 
generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the information is fairly stated in all material 
respects in relation to the financial statements as a whole.

In accordance with Governmental Auditing Standards, we have also issued a report, dated December 16, 2013, 
on our consideration of People Incorporated of Virginia’s internal control over financial reporting and our tests 
of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and grants, and other matters. The 
purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial reporting and 
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the internal control over financial 
reporting or compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Governmental 
Auditing Standards in considering People Incorporated of Virginia’s internal control over financial reporting  
and compliance.

HICOK, FERN, BROWN & GARCIA, CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS, December 16, 2013

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT
December 16, 2013

Hicok, Fern,  

Brown, & Garcia

Certified Public  

Accountants 

Thomas M. Hicok, cpa, cva, cffa

James H. Fern, cpa, cva

David B. Brown, cpa

Juan J. Garcia, cpa

P.O. Box 821

West Main Street

Abingdon, Virginia  

24212-0821

276-628-1123

Fax: 276-676-3000

e-mail:  

hicokfern&co@firmcpa.com

Members of American  

Institute of Certified  

Public Accountants

Members of  

Virginia Society of Certified  

Public Accountants
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STATEMENT OF CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL POSITION
For June 30, 2013

ASSETS Total  

Current Assets   
 Cash and Cash Equivalents (Note 1 & 2) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1,095,985
 Vacation Trust Account . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   207,663
 Due from Grantor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1,829,390
 Accounts Receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   392,270
 Inventory (Note 1) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    66,617
 Prepaid Expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   309,910
 Other Current Assets  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   515

  Total Current Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 3,902,350

Long Term Assets 
 Notes Receivable (Net of allowance for bad debts of $17,057) (Note 3)  . . . . . .   3,061,328   
 Property, Plant, and Equipment (Note 4) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   24,272,938
 Accumulated Depreciation  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   (4,958,103)

  Total Long Term Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   22,376,163

   TOTAL ASSETS  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 26,278,513

LIABILITIES & NET ASSETS

Current Liabilities 
 Accounts Payable  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 685,554
 Accrued Expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   322,939
 Deferred Revenue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   147,464
 Refundable Deposits . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1,289,155
 Notes Payable—Current  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   550,686

  Total Current Liabilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2,995,798

Long Term Liabilities 
 Compensated Absences (Note 6)  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   714,279
 Notes Payable—Net of Current (Note 7)  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3,297,764

 Total Long Term Liabilities  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   4,012,043

  Total Liabilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   7,007,841

NET ASSETS 

 Unrestricted  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    1,832,634
 Temporarily Restricted (Note 8) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   17,438,038

  Total Net Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   19,270,672

  Total Liabilities & Net Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 26,278,513

A complete copy of our audited financial statements is available at www.peopleinc.net or upon request.



24  PEOPLE INCORPORATED ANNUAL REPORT 2013

STATEMENT OF CONSOLIDATED ACTIVITIES
For the year ended June 30, 2013

REVENUES  Unrestricted Temporarily Restricted Total

 Grants  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1,113,582 $ 9,851,554 $ 10,965,136

 Other  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   4,484,051   206,750  4,690,801

 Interest  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   60,286  128,782  189,068

 Contributions  . . . . . . . . . . . . .   15,983  -  15,983

 In-Kind  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   -  369,762  369,762

 Net Assets Released from Restrictions:

 Satisfaction of Program Restrictions  . .   10,260,548  (10,260,548)  -

 Total Revenues . . . . . . . . . . . . .    15,934,450   296,300  16,230,750

EXPENSES 

 Program Services

  Community Services .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .   1,107,790  -  1,107,790

  Community Development  . . . . .   292,416  -  292,416

  Community Economic Development   573,224  -  573,224

  Children & Family Services  . . . .   4,187,431  -  4,187,431

  Housing . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   6,800,418  -  6,800,418

  Workforce Development . . . . . .   1,951,960  -  1,951,960

 Support Services . . . . . . . . . . . .     

  General and Administrative . . . .   1,394,375  -  1,394,375

  Fundraising . . . . . . . . . . . .   515,967  -  515,967

 Total Expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . .   16,823,581  -  16,823,581

Change in Net Assets . . . . . . . . . . . .   (889,131)  296,300  (592,831)

Net Assets At Beginning of Year .  .  .  .  .  .  .   2,721,765  17,141,738  19,863,503

Net Assets At End of Year . . . . . . . . . .  $ 1,832,634 $ 17,438,038 $ 19,270,672

A complete copy of our audited financial statements is available at www.peopleinc.net or upon request.
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CLIENT PROFILE FY2013 | IMPACT AREAS    For the year ended June 30, 2013

Safety and Security 8%
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CLIENT SERVICES

FAMILY STRUCTURE

GENDER AGE

Two-parent
Families

28%

Single Parent
Families

29%

Single or 
Two Adults with 

No Children 
25% 

Other 
(Grandparents 

Raising 
Grandchildren, 

etc.) 18%

NATIONAL AND REGIONAL IMPACT

PEOPLE INCORPORATED FINANCIAL 
SERVICES IS A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL INSTITUTION 
(CDFI) FOR THREE REGIONS IN VIRGINIA

PEOPLE INCORPORATED  
IS A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT ENTITY FOR THE NEW 
MARKETS TAX CREDITS PROGRAM  
ACROSS A SIX-STATE REGION  
(KY, NC, SC, TN, VA, WV)

PARTNERING WITH 
CAFI (COMMUNITY 
ACTION FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTE) TO 
EMPOWER COMMUNITY 
ACTION AGENCIES 
NATIONWIDE

People Incorporated is excited about the opportunities to expand our ability to meet our 
mission regionally and nationally as we continue to provide opportunities for people to 
reach their goals in order to enhance their lives, their families and their communities.

WWW.PEOPLEINC.NET  |  276.623.9000

SERVICE AREA 
INCLUDES 12 
COUNTIES AND 
THREE CITIES IN THE 
COMMONWEALTH 
OF VIRGINIA (SEE 
PAGE 21)
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A MESSAGE FROM THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
2013 has been an exciting year for People Incorporated

People Incorporated of Virginia
2013 Board of Directors

Executive Committee

Chris Shortridge 
Buchanan County, Chair

David McCracken 
Washington County, Vice Chair

Alice Meade 
Russell County, Secretary

Christy Whitaker 
City of Bristol, Assistant Secretary

John Ayers 
Shenandoah County, Treasurer

At-Large Members

Coleen Hillerson, Clarke County

Doug Ratliff, Dickenson County

Jan Selbo, Fauquier County

Liv Heggoy, Frederick County

Ronald King, City of Manassas

Addie Whitaker,  
City of Manassas Park

Robert Griffith, Page County

Janine Sewell,  
Prince William County

Beverly Dunford,  
Rappahannock County

Tony Carter, Warren County

Board Members
Trey Adkins, Greg Bailey

Amanda Ball
Catherine Brillhart

Tommy Burris, Mary Cook
Dr. Janet L. Justice Crickmer
Winona Fleenor, Yvette Goode

Bobbie Gullett, Tony Hooper
Phillip McCall

Evelyn McCracken
Paul Moessner

G. David Moore, Jr.
Dennis Morris, Anne Murray

Connie Royal, Denise Stanley
Tina Watson, Larry D. Yates

 

 

People Incorporated truly embodies the Promise of Community Action.  
Despite funding cuts and uncertainties, People Incorporated provided life-  

and community-changing services throughout our growing service area. Whether 
it is supporting a desperately needed expansion of medical services in Shenandoah 
County, providing job training to dislocated workers and ex-offenders, or giving the 
best start possible to Head Start children and their families, we are there to make 
our communities a better place to live.

In 2013, despite reduced funding, People Incorporated served an astounding 
6,197 people with programs and services that helped them to help themselves. But 
our Community Action Partnership does more than serve individuals; People In-
corporated helps foster change at the community and regional levels. The Shenan-
doah Free Clinic was able to expand, our Toms Brook apartments welcomed their 
first residents, and Grayson County now has a revolving loan fund to support local 
entrepreneurs due in large part to our capacity and the comprehensive approach to 
community development that we have evolved over the past fifty years.

People Incorporated was one of four agencies working to alleviate poverty in 
America to receive the 2013 Community Economic Development Entrepreneurship 
and Innovation Award from the national Community Action Partnership. This is 
even more meaningful as in 2010, People Incorporated was the inaugural winner  
of the Master Innovator Award from the Community Action Partnership. Winning  
a second Master Innovator Award demonstrates how we continue to identify  
innovative ways to address needs in economically challenged communities by 
providing financing and services that stimulate local economies and help move 
individuals and families out of poverty. 

But doing good work is not enough, not even when recognized by awards. As 
a board and as an organization, we must measure, understand and communicate 
how the work we do changes people’s lives and improves communities. This report 
is part of telling that story. In 2014, we expect to continue to see budget cuts in 
program funding, and being able to demonstrate positive outcomes will be key to 
continuing to win funding for our region.

A particular strength of People Incorporated is our ability to combine multiple 
funding sources to support our 29 programs and services. For every $1 in core 
funding that we receive, we generate $15 of additional funding and an impressive 
$80 in economic impact. These are powerful statistics, but it also means that any  
reduction in our core funding has an enormous ripple effect. We use these core 
dollars to fill gaps in funding for other programs and services. If the core funding  
is not adequate to fill the gaps, we could have to turn back other funding and  
discontinue some services that benefit our communities.

This year more than ever, People Incorporated and the people we serve need 
your continued support.

Chris Shortridge
Chairman, Board of Directors  

People Incorporated of Virginia

Scan this QR code to 
donate with credit card 
through PayPal, or use 
the enclosed envelope to 
make a donation by mail.

http://www.peopleinc.net/volunteer-donate.htm
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611 Jefferson, LLC  

Abingdon Redevelopment Housing 
Authority 

Abingdon Terrace Apartments, LLC 

Appalachian Markets Capital Investment  
Fund, LLC  

Appalachian Regional Coalition to End 
Homelessness  

Appalachian Regional Commission 

Bank of America  

Branch Banking & Trust Company (BB&T) 

Bristol Virginia Department of Social 
Services 

Bristol Virginia Public Schools  

Buchanan County Housing, LP  

Buchanan County, Virginia  

Central Appalachia Regional Network 

Chase NMTC West Liberty I Investment  
Fund, LLC  

Child Development Resources, Inc 

CHIP of Virginia

City of Bristol, Virginia

Community Action Partnership

Continental Tire Sumter, LLC

Dante Housing, LLC

Dickenson County Department of Social Services

Dickenson County, Virginia

East Gate Village, LLC

Eastman Federal Credit Union

Fauquier County, Virginia

Federal Emergency Management Agency

Federal Home Loan Bank of Atlanta

Federation of Appalachian Housing Enterprises

First Bank & Trust Company

First Book

Housing Assistance Council

Individual Donors

Jonesville Manor Apartments, LLC

Mill Point Apartments, Inc

Morgan County Investment Fund, LLC

Morgan County Real Properties I&II, LLC

National Association for the Education of 
Homeless Children and Youth

New Grundy, LLC

New River/Mount Rogers Workforce  
Investment Board

Ninth District Development Financing, Inc

Northeast TN/VA HOME Consortium

Northern Shenandoah Valley Regional  
HOME Consortium

Opportunity Finance Network

People Incorporated Financial Services  
Sub-CDE VII, LLC

People Incorporated Financial Services  
Sub-CDE VIII, LLC

Project Discovery of Virginia

Riverside Place Apartments, LLC

Ruby Tuesday Inc.

Rural Local Initiatives Support Corporation  
(Rural LISC)

Rural New Markets Fund, LLC

Rural Policy Action Partnership

Shenandoah County, Virginia

SKYLINE Community Action Partnership Inc.

SkyPAC Tenant, Inc

Southeast Rural Community Assistance Project

Southwest Virginia Cultural Heritage Foundation

Southwest Virginia Workforce Investment Board

Sweetbriar, LP

Town of Haysi, Virginia

U.C. Real Properties, LLC

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

U.S. Department of Energy

U.S. Department of Health & Human Services

U.S. Department of Housing & Urban 
Development

U.S. Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Labor

U.S. Department of the Internal Revenue Service

U.S. Department of the Treasury

U.S. Small Business Administration

Valley Vista Apartments, LLC

Virginia Coalition to End Homelessness

Virginia Community Action Partnership

Virginia Community Action Re-entry  
Solutions, Inc

Virginia Community Development Corporation

Virginia Department of Criminal Justice Services

Virginia Department of Education

Virginia Department of Health

Virginia Department of Housing and  
Community Development

Virginia Department of Social Services

Virginia Housing Development Authority

Virginia Tobacco Indemnification and  
Community Revitalization Commission

Walmart

Washington County, Virginia

Wells Fargo Foundation

$500 OR MOREFunding partners

“Community Action changes 

people’s lives, embodies 

the spirit of hope, improves 

communities, and makes 

America a better place to 

live. We care about the entire 

community, and we are 

dedicated to helping people help 

themselves and each other.”

 —The Promise of Community Action



In 2014, People  Incorporated and Community  

Action will be commemorating 50 years of serving  

our communities. 

From the first day of community members coming 

together to help their neighbors in 1964, to today’s 

comprehensive menu of services and programs, People 

Incorporated is dedicated to its mission of providing 

opportunities for people to reach their goals in order  

to enhance their lives, their families, and  

their communities.

Photos, from top left: 

Hayter’s Gap School’s 
principal, Garland 

Thayer, started an after 
school activity program for 

community children and the 
Progressive Community Club 

organization—the forerunner 
of People Incorporated.

Early signage for People 
Incorporated offices.

Home repair program in the 1960s.

VISTA volunteers, 1966, with director Garland 
Thayer (center, back). People Incorporated was the 
first rural community action agency in the United 
States and the first community action program to 
welcome VISTA volunteers. 

      50 Years of Community Action!

1964 – 2014 OUR PHILOSOPHY
Every person needs support from 

others. People Incorporated promotes 

the dignity of individuals and families, 

moves people into the economic 

mainstream, and works to develop 

existing strengths and resources within 

communities. All of our efforts are 

directed by the concerns, hopes, needs 

and dreams of the people we serve.

OUR MISSION
To provide opportunities for people to 

reach their goals in order to enhance 

their lives, their families, and their 

communities.

THE COMMUNITY 
ACTION PROMISE
Community Action changes people’s 

lives, embodies the spirit of hope, 

improves communities, and makes 

America a better place to live. We care 

about the entire community, and we 

are dedicated to helping people help 

themselves and each other. 

 

AMERICA’S POVERTY FIGHTING NETWORK

1173 West Main Street |  Abingdon, VA 24210

276.623.9000 | info@peopleinc.net

www.peopleinc.net

LOOKING FORWARD
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http://www.peopleinc.net/index.html


Clarke Cotmty http://mail.clarkecotmty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28408&tz=Americal ... 

ofl 

Clarke County 

Fwd: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

From :Gina Schaecher <gschaecher@gmail.com> 

Subject: Fwd: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

To : Michael Hobert <lawyers1@verizon.net> 

Cc: carl Hales <carlh@mris.com>, Brandon Stidham 
<bstidham@clarkecounty.gov>, Lora Walburn 
<lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Chairman Hobert: 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Sat, Mar 15, 2014 09:32AM 

~5 attachments 

In reviewing the materials included in the package for Tuesday's meeting, we observed that 
my correspondence to Mr. Ash along with the 4 attachments from our acoustical consultants 
were not included. 

We wanted to bring this information to the Board's attention, and we ask that information 
be made part of the record on our application. 

Thank you. 

Gina Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 

_ Ltr. D. Ash 03.10.14.pdf 
'!E@2 MB 

.. 3 Dog Farm Letter 3614.pdf 
i!E@38 KB 
_ Kevin Miller - resume. pdf 

'!E@113 KB 
_ MBP Company Profile. pdf 

'!E@33 KB 
.. MBP Representative Projects.pdf 

'!E@35 KB 

3/17/2014 8:30AM 
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HAPPY TAILS DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
571.215.5902 

VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

David Ash 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
County Administrator 
County Administration 
1 01 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

March 10, 2014 

Special Use I Site Plan (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Acoustics Consultants, Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Ash: 

Enclosed please find our supplemental submission from our Acoustics 
Consultants, Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. As you may recall, Mr. Miller attended the 
February 18, 2014 evening session for the Board of Supervisors, made a brief 
presentation and offered to address any questions by the Board. At the time of the 
meeting, we asked Mr. Miller to address a letter by James Sabatier from the University 
of Mississippi which had been provided to us only earlier that same day. Consequently, 
we asked that Mr. Miller follow up with his written response to the Sabatier letter so that 
the information may be available to the Board as it further considers our Project. 

Please kindly see that the enclosed documents from Miller, Beam & Paganelli, 
Inc. are provided to the Board for its work session and that such are made part of the 
record with respect to our Project along with this letter. 

We appreciate your continued assistance with this matter. 

Respectfully, ,., 

/~ )f/:U---"' 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
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David Ash 
Clerk, Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
County Administrator 
March 10, 2014 
Page 2 

Enclosures (4) March 6, 2014 Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. Letter; 
MB&P List of Representative Projects; 
MB&P Company Profile; 
Kevin C. Miller, CV 

cc: J. Michael Hobert, via electronic transmission 
Carl Hales via electronic transmission 
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MILLER, BEAM & PAGANELLI, INC. 
CONSULTANTS IN ACOUSTICS, VIBRATION & AUDIOVISUAL SYSTEM DESIGN 

EDUCATION 

University of Maryland 
Physics 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS 

Member, Acoustical Society of America 

KEVIN C. MILLER 
President 

Member, American Society for Testing and Materials 
Member, Interfaith Forum on Religion, Art and Architecture 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

Over 35 years of professional consulting experience in the following: 

Architectural Acoustics - Design of new, existing, and historic facilities including religious facilities, 
multipurpose auditoriums, fine arts centers, conference centers, office buildings, studios, and classrooms. 
Design of partitions including walls, floors, doors, and windows for acoustical isolation. Conduct noise 
reduction tests of building partitions and measurement of interior room acoustics. Measurement of and 
development of noise reduction options to address construction noise during building renovations and/or 
additions. Custom designs to accommodate historic preservation issues. 

Audiovisual Systems - Audiovisual system designs for sound reinforcement, recording, video, and 
projection systems. Design audio and video conferencing systems and custom video presentation 
systems. 

Mechanical Equipment Noise and Vibration - Measurement, analysis, and control of building mechanical 
equipment noise and vibration in corrective and new design applications. Design of ducts, partitions, 
silencers, and enclosures. Assist manufacturers in development of quiet HV AC equipment and custom 
silencing systems. Assess impact of mechanical systems on surrounding community and where 
necessary, develop noise mitigation designs. 

Environmental Acoustics - Measurement, analysis, and evaluation of environmental noise including 
highway, railway, aircraft, industrial, and kennel noise. Noise Reduction analysis of exterior building 
construction. Design of noise attenuation measures including exterior building construction and noise 
barriers. Design and measurement of both indoor and outdoor gun ranges and special facilities such as 
rocket motor plants and research lasers. 

Occupational Noise - Measurement, analysis, and control of occupational noise per OSHA regulations. 

Vibration - Measurements and evaluation of vibration in buildings and on building sites. Design of 
vibration control measures for vibration-sensitive research facilities. 

Expert Witness/Lecturer - Qualified expert witness in courts and before goverrunental boards throughout 
the Washington Metropolitan Area and in Florida. Provide lectures for organizations such as ASHRAE 
and AABC. Provide invited paper for ASA Special Session on HVAC noise. 

12040 SOUTH LAKES DRIVE, SUITE 104, RESTON, VIRGINIA 20191 TEL(703) 506-0005 FAX(703) 506-0009 www.millerbp.com 
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f) MILLER, BEAM & PAGANELLI, INC. 
j CONSULTANTS IN ACOUSTICS, VIBRATION & AUDIOVISUAL SYSTEM DESIGN 

REPRESENTATIVE PROJECTS 

MERCK BUILDING 81 

West Point, Pennsylvania 

Project consisted of a large research facility housing a I 00% outside air mechanical system, 
animal holding cells, research facilities, and office space. Responsibilities included control and 
assessment of exterior noise to the surrounding community, isolation between individual animal 
rooms and animal suites that contain different species, interior acoustics, and designs for control 
ofHVAC system noise and vibration. 

NIH BUILDING 30 

Bethesda, Maryland 

Project consisted of measurement and evaluation of an existing animal lab in terms of noise and 
vibration levels. Responsibilities included comparison of measured levels to industry standards, 
research on industry standards for animal labs, measurement of noise and vibration levels in 
proposed location for relocated animal lab, and comparison to current lab noise and vibration 
levels. 

POTOMAC ANIMAL HOSPITAL 

Potomac, Maryland 

Project consists of an expansion of an existing facility from approximately 20 animals to 
approximately 100 animals. Responsibilities include acoustical design of building shell to assure 
compliance with noise codes and also assure no disruption to surrounding community. 

WASHINGTON ANIMAL RESCUE LEAGUE 

Washington, DC 

Project consisted of an existing animal shelter. Our consultants have individual experience in 
the measurement of existing noise levels in the shelter and development of noise reduction 

WHS 

Alexandria, Virginia 

The project consisted of a proposed 3 million sf new government complex that included Class A 
office space with SCIF specialty areas, an auditorium, conference center, fitness center, TV 
studios, and emergency generators. Responsibilities included review of plans, design and testing 
of partitions to assure appropriate isolation and compliance with SCIF requirements for specialty 
areas, design of finishes to assure appropriate interior room acoustics, review of proposed 

12040 SOUTH LAKES DRIVE, SUITE 104, RESTON, VA 20191 703-506-0005 Fax 703-506-0009 www.millerbp.com 
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Representative Projects Page2 
March 6, 2014 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

mechanical systems, assessing the emergency generator noise impact and exterior traffic noise 
impact. Design guidelines were provided to control noise and vibration. The project is close to 
completion. 

EATON DATA CENTERS 

Louisville, Kentucky 

The project consisted of two separate nominal20-acre sites each containing a data center and 
associated support facilities. Responsibilities included assessment of and design 
recommendations for exterior noise impact/Code compliance. Recommendations for interior 
acoustics, HVAC noise control, and isolation between sensitive spaces were also developed. 

CENTRAL PLANT GENERA TOR AND COOLING TOWER 

Northern Virginia 

The project consisted of major upgrades to a large government facility. The Central Plant 
upgrades included increasing the capacity of the generator plant and replacing/increasing 
capacity of the cooling towers. Our responsibilities included conducting noise studies, 
reviewing layouts and sound power data, developing recommendations for silencing enclosures 
in order to assure that the new upgrades do not exceed noise code requirements at the residential 
property lines, and generating computer models utilizing the CADNA software. Noise levels of 
a temporary cooling tower assembly were measured, results compared with the Noise Code, and 
recommendations developed for a noise barrier based on a CADNA noise model. Additional 
surveys were conducted on site in order to determine noise reduction options for the new cooling 
towers and at the manufacturer's facility in order to verify compliance with the generator noise 
specification and to minimize concern from the surrounding residential 
neighborhood. Assistance in selecting, setup, and integration of a noise monitoring system was 
provided. 

VIRGINIA BEACH MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Virginia Beach, Virginia 

Project consisted of a new school within the Naval Air Station noise impact zone. 
Responsibilities included aircraft noise impact assessment, development of recommendations in 
order to comply with applicable standards, including Virginia Building Code and ANSIS 12.60 
criteria for interior noise levels for schools exposed to transportation noise. Upgraded designs 
were developed for walls, doors, windows, and roof. 

NIH PORTER NEUROSCIENCE PHASE 2 

Bethesda, Maryland 

The project consisted ofthe proposed Phase Two expansion facility. Responsibilities included 
recommendations for appropriate interior room acoustics of the main sensitive spaces, isolation 
between spaces, and control of mechanical system noise and vibration. Criteria and associated 
design approaches for the interior acoustics isolation and mechanical system noise and vibration 
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Representative Projects Page3 
March 6, 2014 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

were developed in concert with the user to address the unique requirements of the laboratory 
with hood, special mechanical systems, and other special requirements. A CADNA model was 
developed in order to analyze noise levels at the property lines and noise levels compared with 
code requirements, design goals, and concerns from sensitive adjoining residential 
neighborhood. Results were summarized in our standard format. Complete audiovisual system 
designs were developed. The project is currently under construction. 

HOLY CROSS -GERMANTOWN 

Germantown, Maryland 

The project consisted of the proposed new 300,000 sf multi-story facility including a patient 
room tower, hospital, central plant, and associated support spaces. Impact from operational 
noise and from the proposed mechanical equipment on the surrounding community was analyzed 
using the CADNA software in order to determine compliance with Montgomery County Noise 
Code and to address concern from the surrounding residential neighborhood. Results were 
summarized in our standard format. 

WORLD BANK -RESTAURANT NOISE 

Washington, DC 

The project consisted of an existing World Bank facility expressing concern for possible adverse 
noise impact from a proposed expansion of the adjoining restaurant to include an open rooftop 
patio. The test consisted of simulating anticipated noise from patio operation using an overhead 
distributed speaker system by generating background music levels from a temporary audio 
reinforcement system. Levels were gradually increased to a point when they were considered 
disruptive by the building occupants, and then were measured in order to establish an acceptable 
maximum level. Results were summarized in our standard format. 

KENSINGTON COMMUNITY CENTER 

Kensington, Maryland 

Project consisted of renovation of a community center used for a variety of events including 
concerts and dances. Responsibilities included measurement and evaluation of sound levels in 
the surrounding community generated by events in the community center and measurement of 
the interior reverberation characteristics in the Center. Responsibilities also included 
development of measures to control sound transmission out ofthe building, improve the interior 
room acoustics, and control HVAC noise to meet acceptable levels inside and the noise code 
outside at the surrounding properties. 

LEHIGH VALLEY HOSPITAL 

Allentown, Pennsylvania 

Project consisted of a hospital expansion and relocation of the helipad. Responsibilities included 
measurement of helicopter noise levels with the helicopter flying existing and proposed flight 
paths, 24-hour monitoring of the ambient noise levels at the hospital property line, analyses and 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 7 of 174



Representative Projects Page4 
March 6, 2014 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

predictions of noise from the helicopter and from the parking lot expansion, evaluation of the 
measured and predicted noise levels in terms of applicable codes and appropriate design 
standards, and assessment of the impact of the noise on the surrounding community. 

WNYW FOX 5 TV STUDIO 

New York City, New York 

Project consisted of the installation of an emergency generator in an existing TV studio complex. 
Responsibilities included measurement of ambient noise levels around the building, design of 
measures to control emergency generator noise transmission throughout the building including 
the adjacent TV studio, and design of measures to comply with the stringent New York City 
noise code at the property line only a few feet away from the building. 

BEAUMEADE BUILDING VII (SILVER EAGLE GUN RANGE) 

Ashburn, VA 

The project consisted of an indoor gun range with several separate ranges each containing 
multiple firing lanes. Our scope included an acoustical analysis of the proposed building 
construction and mechanical equipment in order to assure compliance with the Loudoun County 
Industrial Noise Ordinance requirements at the adjoining property lines. Based on calculations, 
recommendations were developed to mitigate sound transmission. Results were summarized in 
our standard format. 
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MILLER, BEAM & PAGANELLI, INC. 
CONSULTANTS IN ACOUSTICS, VIBRATION & AUDIOVISUAL SYSTEM DESIGN 

Gina L. Schaecher, Esq. 
Rees Broome, PC 
1900 Gallows Road, Suite 700 
Tysons Corner, Virginia 22182 

Leesburg Area Office 
1602 Village Market Blvd., S.E. 
Suite 270 
Leesburg, Virginia 20175 

RE: 3 DOG FARM 

Dear Ms. Schaecher: 

March 6, 2014 

We have reviewed the document prepared by Professor James Sabatier of the 
University of Mississippi and offer the following comments. In the third paragraph, a 
statement was made that the methodology for extrapolating the noise effect from 6 dogs 
to 24 dogs was "fundamentally flawed". In the 61

h paragraph, this statement is explained 
by indicating that adding two sources should increase levels by 6 dB and not the 3 dB 
utilized in our assessment and cited "Fundamentals of Acoustics" as a basis for this 
statement. Unfortunately, this represents a misunderstanding of the basic acoustic 
principles. The 6 dB increase for doubling a source is theoretically correct for coherent 
tonal sources (such as 2 identical pure tones in phase). For broadband non-coherent and 
variable sources such as most mechanical equipment, people talking, or dogs barking, a 3 
dB for doubling of source is well established and noted in many documents such as the 
2009 ASHRAE Handbook- Fundamentals (page 8.3) and Handbook of Environmental 
Acoustics (page 34-35). Although we do not have the 4th edition of "Fundamentals of 
Acoustics", we do have the 3rd edition which has the statement of 6 dB for doubling of 
two sources of identical frequency and level. The 3rd edition notes on page 251 that when 
combining two equal sources, a 3 dB increase results. Thus the 3 dB increase in level for 
each doubling of source from 6 dogs to 24 dogs is the correct methodology. 

Paragraph 3 also notes "recognized decibel penalties" for impulsive sources 
and/or nighttime noise and cites the same "Fundamentals of Acoustics" source. In the 1st 

paragraph on 2nd page, this statement suggests that a 5 dB penalty be added for impulsive 
or tonal noise and an additional 5 dB penalty added for nighttime effects. We 
acknowledge that the potential impact of impulsive, tonal, and nighttime noise is 
discussed in literature and sometimes incorporated into noise ordinances or other similar 
standards. As a professional, when we cite a specific example or a source, we would 
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Gins L. Schaecher, Esq. 
30ogFsrm 

Psge2 
March 6, 2014 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

normally note all applicable elements of the cited source. The same page and associated 
table in "Fundamentals of Acoustics" also notes a reduction of 5 dB for sounds during 
work time hours and a reduction of 5, 10, or even 15 dB for short duration sources. Thus 
utilizing this document, if dogs were to bark and be ushered in so that the exposure were 
limited to less than 1 0 minutes, 1 0 dB should be subtracted offsetting any penalty added 
for impulsive or tonal content. This complexity is the reason many noise codes avoid 
incorporating these elements. Our firm has extensive practical experience in assessment 
of numerous noise sources (transportation, mechanical, kennel, and other similar sources) 
and comparison with numerous noise ordinances and government standards. Some noise 
ordinances incorporate these guidelines, and some do not with the actual range also 
varying. The applicable ordinance that we were provided did not include any indication 
of these "penalties" or note any additions for short duration sounds. The above noted 
paragraph 3 also indicates the obvious fact that darkness will vary with the season. 
Almost all ordinances and associated government standards, however, define nighttime 
thus eliminating any subjective opinion. Typically, the most commonly used definition is 
10 pm- 7 am. 

Paragraph 5 on page I of the letter indicates the potential for up to a 6 dB increase 
in sound pressure from a modest wind to a downwind listener and cites a source (without 
noting any specifics associated with this suggested increase). Most documents relating to 
the influence of meteorological conditions on sound propagation note that wind can 
increase sound levels, normally over significant distances with typically 300' considered a 
minimum distance. The same documents, however, also note that wind can decrease 
sound levels over distance depending on circumstances. Because the distances involved 
are relatively short, wind effects would be minimal for most conditions and, as noted 
above, could both slightly increase or slightly decrease resulting sound levels. 

Thus, in summary, the assessment provided in our December 6, 2013 document is 
correct relating to the extrapolation of noise levels and comparison with the noise 
ordinance provided. We also note that our assessment assumed a worst case condition 
with all (20-40) dogs outdoors and barking. We understand that, except for special 
events, normally only a portion of the dogs would be outdoors at any given daytime 
condition and will be under the control of a handler. As explained and noted in our 
report, it is our understanding that dogs under the control of a handler are less likely to 
bark and, if they cannot be controlled, can be ushered inside to minimize any adverse 
impact. In reference to any nighttime concerns, it is our understanding that dogs will be 
indoors which was not addressed at all in the document by Professor James Sabatier. As 
noted in our document, the building construction should provide a nominal 30 dBA 
reduction with resulting levels at the property lines with all indoor dogs barking likely 
below the average ambient levels. 
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Gina L Schaecher, Esq. 
30og Farm Page 3 

If you have any questions, please contact us. 

KCM/ik 

March 6, 2014 
Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin C. Miller 
President 
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Q MILLER, BEAM & PAGANELLI, INC. 
I CONSULTANTS IN ACOUSTICS, VIBRATION & AUDIOVISUAL SYSTEM DESIGN 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. is a small business located in Reston, Virginia, which has 
provided consulting services in the areas of acoustics, vibration, and audiovisual designs since 
1990. Our office staff currently consists of the three firm principals- Kevin Miller, Martin Beam, 
and John Paganelli as well as ( 4) design consultants, ( 1) draftsperson, and (2) administrative 
personnel. We have experience with a broad range of projects including universities, recreation 
centers, training centers, conference centers, office buildings, apartments, environmental noise 
control, institutions, and fine arts centers. 

Within a specified timeframe, Miller, Beam & Paganelli, Inc. is committed to the development of 
acoustical and audiovisual designs that meet both the client's needs and budget. Knowledge in 
associated architectural, engineering, and construction fields facilitate the development of designs 
which are often integrated with other aspects of a project. Where appropriate, options are 
presented to allow architectural, engineering, or construction considerations and cost/performance 
evaluations to determine the most suitable design. 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli has an array of instrumentation for measuring and analyzing sound and 
vibration. The experience gained from field-testing and correcting noise and vibration problems 
enables us to develop practical designs that meet performances required in the field. 

As project requirements and directions have evolved over the years, "green" or LEED has 
emerged as an important consideration in most projects today. Since the early introduction and 
expansion ofLEED requirements, Miller, Beam & Paganelli has been involved with LEBO
related projects, where appropriate, such as assisting the mechanical design team in developing 
noise control designs that maintain system efficiency and selection of "green" finishes or other 
similar elements. Although not directly relevant to this project, our firm has considerable 
experience and involvement in LEED for school-related projects including development of 
certification documentation and consultation and assistance with the Green Council on evolving 
school requirements. 

Miller, Beam & Paganelli integrates the experienced judgment and diverse engineering, science, 
and architectural backgrounds of the principals and staff consultants to achieve innovation and 
project reliability. Computer systems with CAD and specialized acoustical software facilitate 
design and coordination with other team members. Without sacrificing accuracy, technical 
information is communicated in a manner that is understandable to the client, consultants, and 
others associated with the project. Miller, Beam & Paganelli currently utilizes the following 
design and communication hardware/software: 

• AutoCAD, AutoCAD LT, and Revit design software 
• EASE audio system modeling software 
• Smaart audio system measurement software 
• Cadna A noise prediction software 
• FHW A TNM 2.5 traffic noise modeling software 
• US Army Corps of Engineers SARNAM & BNOISE 2 arms noise assessment models 
• FAA Integrated Noise Model (INM) aircraft noise measurement software 
• KIP 3000 large format plotter/scanner 
• Polycom desktop and Aethra high definition group video conferencing systems 
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Clarke County 

Fwd: Opposition to the SUP for Happy Tails, LLC 

From: Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to the SUP for Happy Tails, LLC 

To: Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

FYI 

From: "Philip W Jones" <Philip.Jones@GDITcom> 
To: info@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Friday, March 7, 2014 3:15:49 PM 
Subject: FW: Opposition to the SUP for Happy Tails, LLC 

Philip W. Jones 
General Dynamics Information Technology 

philip.iones@gdit.com 
703 623-9540 

From: Phil Jones [mailto:jonesphil@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:40 PM 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Fri, Mar 07, 2014 03:50 PM 

~ 1 attachment 

To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com; bjb1971@verizon.net; bevmckay@gmail.com; amweiss@visuallink.com; 
jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov; dash@clarkecounty.gov; lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Cc: Jones, Philip W 
Subject: Opposition to the SUP for Happy Tails, LLC 

March 3, 2014 

From: Philip Jones 
735 Morning Star lane 
Boyce, VA 22626 
Lot 1 and Lot 11 

To: The Clarke County Board of Supervisors, 

Subject: Opposition to the proposed Special Use Permit (SUP) Happy Tails Development, LLC dba 3 
Dog Farm 

I would again like to express my strong opposition to the proposed SUP for the commercial 
kennel/shelter operating as 3 Dog Farm that is currently under the Board's review. As a Clarke County 
resident who will be directly negatively affected, I am more than a bit troubled that this permit is still 
under consideration as I believe that the Board should have denied this request long ago. 

3118/2014 9:06AM 
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I have attended and spoke at the public meetings and listened as the vast majority ofthe proponents 
of this permit are not from the surrounding communities of Boyce and Berryville and many were not 
even County residents. Prior to the last meeting, there were a series of petitions submitted in favor 
ofthe permit. I found it interesting that more than half ofthe signatures were from outside Clarke 
County; some as far away as Chicago. I also found it amusing that each ofthe petitions was 
notarized by the applicant herself. 

Noise 
There has been significant discussion regarding the noise that may be generated by as many as 40 
dogs. The applicant commissioned a noise study that, arguably, maintains that the noise level 
produced would not rise to a point that would adversely impact nearby residents. I however 
maintain that it's not the noise level; it's the irritation. Let me give you a few examples that should 
resonate: 

You've just lain down to sleep. The house is quiet except to the drip, drip, drip of the 
bathroom sink. Drip ... drip ... drip ... drip ... drip. The sound isn't very loud, but it's irritating. 

You're on an airplane and 15 rows back a child on the plane can't stop crying. It goes on for 
the better part of 45 minutes. It doesn't reach a level that OSHA would cite as dangerous, 
but... 

You've got the kids in the family car heading out on vacation. It's a six hour drive. Every 15 
minutes the youngest asks, "Are we there yet". How many times does that happen before you 
lose your temper? 

You have a few friends over on your deck for a small cookout one late afternoon and the 
neighbor's small dog has been left out in the back yard and wants to go back in the house. It 
barks ... and barks ... and barks. 45 minutes go by and you take the party inside. 

Now imagine 40 dogs 10 houses away from your deck. Noise doesn't have to be above a certain 
decibel level to be considered a nuisance. 

Safety 
Although the primary entrance to my farm is Good Success Lane, my rear gate leads out Bellevue 
Lane. I am concerned that the increased traffic (which has been significantly underestimated in my 
opinion) on the unimproved Bellevue Lane will cause safety issues. More importantly, my friends 
and neighbors who live on the lane that will be directly impacted by the increased traffic from 
non-residents who do not understand the road nor have any interest in our small community. There 
is also the matter ofthe potential for an animal to escape from the proposed shelter. As stated by the 
applicant, many ofthe animals at the shelter would be there because of behavioral issues. I have 
cattle, young and old. I have a granddaughter who is two. There's no such thing as a fool-proof 
containment area. 

Real Estate Value 
I purchased this land to operate a beef cattle operation with my son and we are actively engaged. 
Further, this property (more than 130 acres) is an investment for the future. While none of us have a 
crystal ball regarding the health ofthe real estate market 10 or 20 years in the future, I am fairly 
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certain that a commercial kennel/shelter isn't going to make this property any more valuable. On 
the contrary, the Board has been presented with numerous opinions from real estate professionals 
that this action will certainly decrease the value of my property by as much as 15%. That's a lot of 
money. 

Clarke County Quality of life and Values 
I moved my family to Clarke County 10 years ago to escape the over development of Loudoun 
County. I have often bragged to my friends who live in the surrounding counties that you can't even 
buy a 2x4 piece of lumber in Clarke County and that's the way we like it. As I have stated before, I 
don't know of any over arching problem that the county has with stray or abandoned dogs. We have 
a number of shelters and kennels within the county that seem serve our small community quite well. 
Like most of my neighbors, I have a dog. His name is Jack and he's from the Clarke County Animal 
Shelter. I can control my dog. He stays in the yard and he comes when I call him. He barks at deer and 
squirrels but tires ofthat quickly. I cannot comprehend how this proposal is still being considered 
based on everything that this county has done to protect our quiet rural lifestyle. This will bring 
nothing material to the county with regard to additional tax base. It will not bring a service to the 
county or its residents that isn't already available. If you asked 100 random people to describe an 
agricultural endeavor, I am pretty certain that a dog shelter would not be one ofthe common 
answers regardless of what the ordinances say. 

I strongly oppose this Special Use Permit. I urge the members ofthe Board to stay true to the 
character of Clarke County, support the residents of the County that you represent and deny the 
permit. 
Respectfully, 
Philip W. Jones 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant- County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

~BOS Letter.docx 
t2115 KB 
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March 3, 2014 

From: Philip Jones 
735 Morning Star lane 
Boyce, VA 22626 
Lot 1 and Lot 11 

To: The Clarke County Board of Supervisors, 

Subject: Opposition to the proposed Special Use Permit (SUP) Happy Tails Development, LLC dba 3 Dog 
Farm 

I would again like to express my strong opposition to the proposed SUP for the commercial 
kennel/shelter operating as 3 Dog Farm that is currently under the Board's review. As a Clarke County 
resident who will be directly negatively affected, I am more than a bit troubled that this permit is still 
under consideration as I believe that the Board should have denied this request long ago. 

I have attended and spoke at the public meetings and listened as the vast majority of the proponents of 
this permit are not from the surrounding communities of Boyce and Berryville and many were not even 
County residents. Prior to the last meeting, there were a series of petitions submitted in favor of the 
permit. I found it interesting that more than half of the signatures were from outside Clarke County; 
some as far away as Chicago. I also found it amusing that each ofthe petitions was notarized by the 
applicant herself. 

Noise 
There has been significant discussion regarding the noise that may be generated by as many as 40 dogs. 
The applicant commissioned a noise study that, arguably, maintains that the noise level produced would 
not rise to a point that would adversely impact nearby residents. I however maintain that it's not the 
noise level; it's the irritation. Let me give you a few examples that should resonate: 

• You've just lain down to sleep. The house is quiet except to the drip, drip, drip of the bathroom 
sink. Drip ... drip ... drip ... drip ... drip. The sound isn't very loud, but it's irritating. 

• You're on an airplane and 15 rows back a child on the plane can't stop crying. It goes on for the 
better part of 45 minutes. It doesn't reach a level that OSHA would cite as dangerous, but... 

• You've got the kids in the family car heading out on vacation. It's a six hour drive. Every 15 
minutes the youngest asks, "Are we there yet". How many times does that happen before you 
lose your temper? 

• You have a few friends over on your deck for a small cookout one late afternoon and the 
neighbor's small dog has been left out in the back yard and wants to go back in the house. It 
barks ... and barks ... and barks. 45 minutes go by and you take the party inside. 

Now imagine 40 dogs 10 houses away from your deck. Noise doesn't have to be above a certain decibel 
level to be considered a nuisance. 

Safety 
Although the primary entrance to my farm is Good Success Lane, my rear gate leads out Bellevue Lane. 
am concerned that the increased traffic (which has been significantly underestimated in my opinion) on 
the unimproved Bellevue Lane will cause safety issues. More importantly, my friends and neighbors who 
live on the lane that will be directly impacted by the increased traffic from non-residents who do not 
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understand the road nor have any interest in our small community. There is also the matter of the 
potential for an animal to escape from the proposed shelter. As stated by the applicant, many of the 
animals at the shelter would be there because of behavioral issues. I have cattle, young and old. I have a 
granddaughter who is two. There's no such thing as a fool-proof containment area. 

Real Estate Value 
I purchased this land to operate a beef cattle operation with my son and we are actively engaged. 
Further, this property (more than 130 acres) is an investment for the future. While none of us have a 
crystal ball regarding the health of the real estate market 10 or 20 years in the future, I am fairly certain 
that a commercial kennel/shelter isn't going to make this property any more valuable. On the contrary, 
the Board has been presented with numerous opinions from real estate professionals that this action 
will certainly decrease the value of my property by as much as 15%. That's a lot of money. 

Clarke County Quality of Life and Values 
I moved my family to Clarke County 10 years ago to escape the over development of Loudoun County. 
have often bragged to my friends who live in the surrounding counties that you can't even buy a 2x4 
piece of lumber in Clarke County and that's the way we like it. As I have stated before, I don't know of 
any over arching problem that the county has with stray or abandoned dogs. We have a number of 
shelters and kennels within the county that seem serve our small community quite well. Like most of my 
neighbors, I have a dog. His name is Jack and he's from the Clarke County Animal Shelter. I can control 
my dog. He stays in the yard and he comes when I call him. He barks at deer and squirrels but tires of 
that quickly. I cannot comprehend how this proposal is still being considered based on everything that 
this county has done to protect our quiet rural lifestyle. This will bring nothing material to the county 
with regard to additional tax base. It will not bring a service to the county or its residents that isn't 
already available. If you asked 100 random people to describe an agricultural endeavor, I am pretty 
certain that a dog shelter would not be one of the common answers regardless of what the ordinances 
say. 

I strongly oppose this Special Use Permit. I urge the members of the Board to stay true to the character 
of Clarke County, support the residents of the County that you represent and deny the permit. 
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Clarke County 

3 Dog Farm 

From: Patricia White <picabo13@hotmail.com> 

Subject : 3 Dog Farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Sat, Mar 15, 2014 01:27 PM 

From what this gentleman describes, this plan to rehabilitate dogs sounds ideal and I only 
wish more communities had this opportunity. 

Please support his plan. 

Pat White 

3117/2014 8:42AM 
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Clarke County 

3 dog farm 

From: Anna Singhas <asinghas@hotmail.com> 

Subject: 3 dog farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Sat, Mar 15, 2014 01:57 PM 

Hi there, this is Anna Singhas and I have lived in Clarke County for the last 27 years. I have 
supported the rescue and care of dogs and cats. It is my belief that this project would be 
good for the county and it certainly will be good for dogs that need some rehabilitation in 
order to find a loving home. My dog could benefit from the training as well. 

I hope you will give this project to go ahead. 

Sincerely, 

Anna Singhas 

3/17/2014 8:48AM 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

3 Dog Farm & Happy Tails Development 

From : Kenneth Liggins <ligginskenneth@gmail.com> 

Subject : 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tails Development 

Sun, Mar 16, 2014 10:29 AM 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

To: Brandon Stidham 
Director of Planning Commission 

I Kenneth D. Liggins Chairman for the NAACP Legal Redress committee, due hereby on 
behalf of the members and myself 

give our full support for the 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tails Development. This would also 
generate income for the county tax base and 

jobs. I respectfully request that the Planning Commission support this project. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth D. Liggins 

3117/2014 8:52AM 
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Clarke County 

Happy Tails Development, LLC 

From :Kathy King <kat.king719@gmail.com> 

Subject: Happy Tails Development, LLC 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Sun, Mar 16, 2014 01:41 PM 

This email is sent to support the development of the Rescue Kennel by Happy Tails 
Development, LLC. I have known Gina Schaecher for several years, and I know that, if she 
is involved in the project, the project will benefit the community in many ways. 

She has provided a wonderful place for dogs to play and romp in 3 Dog Farm, resulting in 
dogs with better attitudes and behaviors, and her new project would give more dogs access 
to that same environment. 

I cannot think of another person who would be better suited to bring about a community 
project that would be run with care, kindness, and compassion. Rescue dogs, and their 
future owners, would benefit from this environment, hopefully resulting in fewer animals 
being dropped off and euthanized at the animal shelter because of bad behaviors. 

Please support Happy Tails Development, LLC. 

Kathy King 
11677 Charter Oak Court, Apt 2 
Reston, VA 20190 
651.270.6726 

"In a perfect world, every dog has a home 
and every home has a dog." Author unknown 

3117/2014 8:52AM 
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Clarke County 

Fwd: 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tail Development. 

From: Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject : Fwd: 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tail Development. 

To: Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Kenneth Liggins" <ligginskenneth@gmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Sunday, March 16, 2014 10:37:55 AM 
Subject: 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tail Development. 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 07:16AM 

I Kenneth D. Liggins a resident of Clarke County and a member of the Josephine 
Improvement Association, Inc. due hereby 

on behalf of the residents of Josephine Street, and the Josephine Improvement Association, 
Inc. do hereby request that the 

Clarke County Board of Supervisors support and issue the requested Special Use Permit for 
the 3 Dog Farm & Happy Tail 

Development. It is the right thing to do. 

Sincerely, 

We The People & Kenneth D. Liggins 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 

3/17/2014 8:55AM 
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County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, VIrginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 

http://mail.clarkecotmty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28425&tz=Americal ... 

3/17/2014 8:55AM 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

3 Dog Farm and Happy Tails Development's Rescue Kennel Project 

From : Dave E Jones <dave.e.jones@lmco.com> 

Subject: 3 Dog Farm and Happy Tails Development's Rescue 
Kennel Project 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov, 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

I speak in favor of this effort. 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 08:08AM 

While I am not a resident of your county, I am an adopter of a rescue dog from 3 Dog Farm. When I adopted 
my girl, Merry Weather, from 3 Dog Farm, I was immediately impressed with the commitment that these 
people had made to their rescue. It is obvious that there is a substantial financial commitment for housing, 
climate control, and humane interaction between Ms. Schaecher and her rescues and, yes, I was impressed 
with how clean and well maintained the shelter is. Shelters where the dogs are kept caged all day are loud 
smelly places; but to my knowledge and in my experience, that is not the sort of shelter we are talking about 
here. Ms. Schaecher's shelter is a quiet kennel with respectful, well behaved dogs in residence. 

I would say to you and all the members of your Board of Supervisors that I would not hesitate to support 
such a project next door to my own home in King George County. Ms. Schaecher runs a clean shelter, a 
shelter where dogs can humanely live as opposed to merely existing. 

I have also personally experienced the sort of knee jerk reaction to NIMBY's have to projects of this sort. 
They speak out of fear and they seek to breed fear in others by telling horrific tales from days long past. 
Opportunities like this project are rare, because people like Ms. Schaecher are rare. People willing to invest 
in the humane rescue of lost dogs and invest in a large parcel of land such are the Rescue Kennel Project are 
rare. Fear mongers are a dime a dozen. 

For the past seven years I have been building the Dahlgren Railroad Heritage Trail in King George. That is a 
16 mile rails to trails project and a part of the Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail. We too have naysayers 
who would stop the trail. They believe that they should have absolute say over the land use of a 
neighbor ... they should not. The trail is now open, it runs through the center of my own property and being 
used by hundreds of people in my community ... and if the truth be told, I seldom if ever know when a trail 
user is on the trail. The same will be true for the Rescue Kennel Project. Ms. Schaecher and I are a part of a 
dedicated group of people who seek to make the world a better, more humane place. I would hope that you 
all share that goal. Please support and approve Ms. Scheacher's Rescue Kennel Project...it is the right thing 
to do. 

Very truly yours, 
David E. Jones 
P.O. Box 199 
King George, VA 22485 

3/17/2014 8:56AM 
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Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Fwd: Happy Tails Development I 3 Dog Farm SUP application 

From: Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: Happy Tails Development I 3 Dog Farm SUP 
application 

Man, Mar 17, 2014 09:17AM 

To :Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Bruce Welch" <brucewelchdvm@gmail.com> 
To: clarkesupervisor@visuallink.com, amweiss@visuallink.com, bjb1971@verizon.net, 
bevmckay@gmail.com, jstaelin@clarkecounty.gov, dash@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Sunday, March 16, 2014 11:23:22 PM 
Subject: Happy Tails Development I 3 Dog Farm SUP application 

March 15, 2014 

Reference: Happy Tails Development, LLC/3 Dog Farm SUP application 

Mr. Hobert, Mr. Weiss, Mrs. Byrd, Mr. McKay, Mr Staelin and Mr. Ash, 

I am opposed to this SUP application based upon my concerns addressed in notes: Nov 
2013 and February 2014. I now wish to add these tribulations: 

1) IJ Health and Safety: 

The large number of dogs proposed to enter and exit daily, coupled with the unknown 
history (health and behavioral) from rescue, daycare and boarding dogs would likely bring 
various viral, bacterial and parasitic burdens which could adversely impact other dogs within 
the kennel. Local wildlife including foxes, coyotes, raccoon, opossum, skunk, etc. would be 
exposed to these infectious diseases. While some of these infectious diseases are species 
specific making the individual ill, other pathogens could be readily spread to other animals 
and potentially people, by wildlife, water and/or air. 

Particular contagious disease concerns in our area include: (Zoonotic indicates 
contagious to other species including people) 

3/17/2014 9:27AM 
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Viruses- Parvovirus, Distemper, Coronavirus- zoonotic, canine Influenza -
highly contagious and has a very high mortality rate among all members of the 

canine family ..... Loudoun County has had one of the highest rates of canine influenza 
in Virginia over the past three years! 

Bacteria- E.Coli, clostridium, leptospirosis, camphylobacter (all zoonotic) 

Parasitic- Roundworms (ascarids), Whipworms, Hookworms, giardia and certain 
types of mange (all zoonotic) 

1) 2) Training Model 

The training model outlined by Gina Schaecher verbally and in her "Narrative of Operations" 
indicates one guardian/trainer per 6-8 dogs. As a veterinarian with training and behavioral 
experience, I do not feel that this is a viable plan. Thus, I consulted 7 professional certified 
dog trainers who concurred and expressed their concern for trainer safety and the dogs' 
safety. We all feel this would render ineffective training and increased barking/noise among 
the dogs. 

I anticipate a need for more than 5 trainers for the 40 dogs (1 "guardian" for 6-8 dogs 
proposed). My concern is that other volunteers/owners/guardians would be assisting (note 
.... Not "paid employees") thereby increasing daily traffic trips and septic demands which 
have not been disclosed by the applicant. 

Please deny this proposed SUP at this site. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce Welch, DVM, CCRT 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

3/17/2014 9:27AM 
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From: clarke supervisor <CiatkesupervfsorOvisuallink.com> 
Subject: Happy Talla Development, LLC; 02.18.14 Letter from Donna Peake 

Date: March 17,2014 9:10:13 AM EDT 
To: David Ash <dalhOclarkeeounty.gov>, Lora WaJbum <lwalbumOclarkecounty.goV> 
Cc: Brandon Stidham <bstldhamOclarkecounty.gov> 
~~> 1 Attachment. 10.9MB 

David and Lora, 

PJease add to the record and disseminate Tuesday to the members of the Board. 

Call me with any question. 

Thank you. 

Michael 
Michael Hobert 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
24 East Main Street I Berryville. VA 22611 
Phone: 540.955.4141 I Fax: 540.955.4186 I Email: dark,c..>supervisor@'visuallink.com 

i 

11lk IIICISalt lltld lilY~_, eoata&. eeafkleldlllll' prhilcatd lllfonaaden Uti arc IIIII)' far the use of the late1ICial nclplnt ohltllmcsuae. lfyn arc 
1101 the lalnded redplalc, pleue IIOdly the leAder bJ rctan anll, aad delete.,. datl'llf tbll ucl all eepla or tbla meaap a lid •• altldiMents. Aay ~~t~athorlzed 
dhdalwe,a~t, dlltrlbutlott, or reprociiiCdoa eflbla .._.ac or any ICtadlaMnts Ia prolalbicetland _,be vt~llwr.t. 
Begin forwarded message: 

March 16,2014 
Chairman Hobert: 

Please kindly find our attached correspondence. 

Respectfully, 

Gina Schaecher 
Happy Tails Development, LLC 
571.215.4902 
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HAPPY TAILS DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
15268 Shannondale Road 

Purcellville, VA 20132 
571.215.5902 

March 16, 2014 
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

Michael Hobert 
Chairman 
Clarke County Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Box 588 
Berryville, VA 22611 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use I Site Plan (SUP-13-02/SP-13-08) 
Letter from Donna Peake on Letterhead from the Office of the Clarke 
County Commissioner of Revenue 

Dear Chairman Hobert: 

We write in response to the letter from Donna Peake that was submitted by Pete 
Dunning at the February 18, 2014 public hearing. The letter, while written on letterhead 
from the Office of the Clarke County Commissioner of Revenue and signed by Ms. 
Peake as commissioner of revenue, has proven to be without any factual, statistical and 
appraisal support and contains statements for which Ms. Peake is unqualified to render. 

As we are sure you are aware, Ms. Peake is not a licensed real estate appraiser. 
Consequently she is not qualified to render any professional opinion as to the value of 
real estate. Also. in her capacity as commissioner of revenue. Ms. Peake does not. nor 
is she qualified to. render real property valuation. As you know. real estate 
assessments in Clarke County are conducted by third party licensed appraisal firms that 
contract with the county to provide the assessment service. Such assessment service 
must be conducted by licensed real estate appraisers, which Ms. Peake is not. 

In contrast to the professional services rendered by a licensed real estate 
appraiser, Ms. Peake holds an elected office which is charged with the administration of 
real property assessment information. Such real property assessment information. as 
noted above, is provided by third party licensed real estate appraisal firms in Clarke 
County. 

Through our investigation of the basis for the statements contained in Ms. 
Peake's letter. we learned that Ms. Peake failed to rely upon any factual or statistical 
data or appraisal information in preparing her statements. In response to our FOIA 
request. Ms. Peake failed to produce any of the following documents that would be 
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necessary to support statements of real estate valuation such as those contained in Ms. 
Peake's correspondence: 

1. Identification of properties appraised; 
2. Definition of market area of consistent behavior that applies to 

properties; 
3. Identification of the characteristics that affect the creation of value 

in that market area; 
4. Development of a model structure that reflects the relationship 

among characteristics affecting value in the market area; 
5. Calibration of the model structure to determine the contribution of 

the individual characteristics affecting value; 
6. Application of the conclusions reflected in the model to the 

characteristics of the property(ies) being appraised; and 
7. Review of the mass appraisal results. 

A mass appraisal, which would be required in order to support the contentions 
contained in Ms. Peake's letter, requires a systematic approach and uniform application 
of appraisal methods and techniques to obtain estimates of value that allow for 
statistical review and analysis of results. Since Ms. Peake is not a licensed real estate 
appraiser, she is not qualified to perform any such appraisal or valuation. (See Uniform 
Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, Standard 6 Mass Appraisal . 
Development and Reporting). 

In conducting such a mass appraisal as Ms. Peake contends to have completed 
by virtue of the statements contained in her correspondence, an appraiser must use 
sufficient care to avoid errors that would significantly affect his or her opinions and 
conclusions. Diligence is required to identify and analyze the factors. conditions, data. 
and other information that would have a signifiCant effect on the assignment results. /d. 

By her own admission, Ms. Peak failed to consider any statistical or other factual 
data or documentary information, as she has failed to produce anything other than the 
one page print of the assessment for the subject Property as support of her letter. 
Simply put. Ms. Peake is not qualified to render the opinion contained in her letter, and 
her use of the office letterhead as well as her signature as the commissioner of 
revenue. is an abuse of the office, as well as. in our opinion. the basis for several 
violations of the Code of Ethics and Standards of Professional Conduct for the 
Association of Assessing Officers. 

Any member of the International Association of Assessing Officers or 
Commissioners of Revenue Association of Virginia must comply with the requirements 
of the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice. (IAAO, Cannon 5). We 
submit that Ms. Peake has violated this cannon of her professional office. among 
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others. by failing to comply with the requirements of the Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice. as described above. 

We submit that Ms. Peake's use of the letterhead of the offiCe of the 
commissioner of revenue for her unqualified, unsubstantiated personal opinion is an 
abuse or her position and of the office. Moreover, the use of the letterhead is a 
misleading representation that such opinion is an official statement or position of the 
office which we submit cannot be the case as Ms. Peake's statements are wholly and 
completely unsupported by any factual, statistical or appraisal information. 

We have contacted the following agencies that are investigating Ms. Peake's use 
of the office of commissioner of revenue to accomplish her own personal agenda. The 
agencies to which formal complaints have been submitted include but are not limited to: 

1. Commissioners of Revenue Association of Virginia; 
2. Tax Commissioner. Virginia Department of Taxation; 
3. Virginia Real Estate Appraisal Board; and 
4. International Association of Assessing Officers. 

From our initial discussions with the Virginia Real Estate Appraisal Board, we 
understand that the Board cannot take away Ms. Peake's real estate appraiser's license 
because Ms. Peake does not hold such designation; however, the Board has indicated 
that it has the authonty to issue a cease and desist letter to Ms. Peake directing her to 
stop issuing appraisals without an appraiser's license. 

Even if Ms. Peake had some anecdotal knowledge of diminished property values 
of residential properties allegedly affected by proximity to dog kennels, she failed to 
follow the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, Mass Appraisal of Real 
Estate which clearly identifies the Income Approach as the preferred method of valuing 
agricultural land. All properties adjacent and near our Property are zoned agricultural, 
not residential. Clearly our proposed rescue kennel on three acres in the middle of our 
91 acre farm will have no effect on the income potential of the surrounding agricultural 
properties. Moreover, our involvement with the Appalachian Great Pyrenees Rescue 
and its livestock guardian dogs arguable would be beneficial to the agricultural 
community. 

Aside from the unsubstantiated opinion of value contained in Ms. Peake's letter, 
Ms. Peake's statements regarding "residential density" also are misleading as our 
Property, the subject Property, and the surrounding properties are zoned agricultural, 
not residential. 
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We bring this matter to your attention as we submit that such fabrication of 
alleged official comment is disingenuous at best. While those supporting our Project 
have remained committed to the scientific evidence and factual data surrounding the 
engineering, acoustical, construction, as weU as real estate valuation aspects of our 
Project, Ms. Peake's letter is a factually barren attempt to create an impact: where none 
exists. We maintain that the proceedings with regard to our Appfteation should be 
constrained to the facts without consideration of such fictional declarations 
masquerading as official pronouncements on county letterhead. 

We ask that our Application be considered in relation to the relevant:criteria and 
the factual and sclenttflc documentary support that we have submitted In demonstrating 
our entiUement to the approval of our Application. 

Respectfully. 

foXALt--
Happy Tails Development. LLC 

Enclosures: 02.18.14 Letter from Donna Peake addressed to Barbara Byrd; 
Peake response to FOIA requests 

cc: Carl Hales, via electronic transmission 
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Dear Barbara Byrd, 

Padrilt ~ Prowlded at 0211812014 Meeting Page 287 or 374 

DONNAMATHEWSPEAKE 
COMMISSIONER OF TUE REVENUE 

ClARKE COOHT't 
P.O.BOX67 

BEARYVIUE, VIRGINIA 226t1 

($40) 955-Sf08 
(&40} 965-0ft9 (Fax) 
dPeo~.oov 

February 18, 2014 

Ourtna the lalt month numerous landowners have visited my office with questions about 
possible damages to the value of their prol)erty, due to the location of the subject kennel. The 
application process has concerned me greatly and I have decided to speak out for the Involved Oarke 

County Residents, who I also represent In the Immediate area of the kennel operation location. I have 
followecJ.wlth areat Interests pertinent facts about the operation and believe It or not, a lawsuit against 
the White Post Plannina representative who appears to be the only person strong enough to speak out 
for these landownersjtaxpayers. 

In my opinion the value of the SO +/·lml)roved l)arcels will be penalized between 15%- 2596 In 
value If the kennel is allowed to be built on this location. The residential density Is too areat for a 
kennel lit's time Oarke County polltlelans step Ul) speak for Clarke County people In need of support. 

~nc~";~~ __. 
~Peake 
Commission of the Revenue 
BertyVtne, VA 22611 
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County of Clarke , 
Donna Mathews Peake, Commissioner of the ~evenue 

I 
I 

Response to FOIA Request Dated February 25, 2014 from Gina Schaecher ljfappy Tails 
Development I 
fJJs one or more of your request includes a request for "infonnafion•, It should be noted that I 

am not required to create documents In response 1o a FOIA request, but only to produce 
documents in my custody, Md my response are on lhal basis. 

Request 1: Any snd all documents ancJior inforrrration upon which you 18/ied in your 
attached February 18, 2014/etler; 

Response: 
Property Card ror a1 operating Kennels in· Clarke County with my notes 
List of all Improved properties wihin a one mile radius of the proi>osed kennel 
Google Earth Map 
Map from Clarke County Maps Online 

Request 2: Any and all Jnfonrrstlon end/or documents ·lhet you contend suP/X)If ur opinion 
stated in your FebrutHy 18, 2014/etter, copy of which i8 altached hereto; 

Response: See Response to Request 1 

Request 3. Any and all infonnatlon and/or clocument8 upon whiCh you relied when ~sting th8 
•18sidentJal density Is too gt88f for a kennefllr In your Februaty 18, 20141etter att~ hereto. 

Response: None. 

Requeat 4. Any and 811 documents regarding the ldentillcstlon of the "50 +l·=r parcels• 
that you cJaJm will be penaBzed between 15% arid 25" as stated in your Februaiy 1 ,2014/etter 
attached heteto .. 

Response: See Response to Request 1 

Request 5. Any and ·aH documents and/or inlolmalion upon which you relied whe I you stated 
that "50 +1- improved parcels will be pena/Jzed between 15%--25% In value, if kennel Is 
aDowed to be buifl on this location• as stat~ in your Febtuary 18, 20141etler, of which Is 
attached. 

Response: See Response to Request 1. 

www.clarkec)()unty.gov 101 Cholm~ Coun, Suite e 
BerryviUe, VA 22611 

I 
Telephone: (:s4PJ 955-5100 

I 

I 
I 
I 
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County of Clarke , 
Donna Mathews Peake, Commissioner of the Rerenue 

' 
Response to FOIA Request Dated February 21, 2014 from Gina Schaecher, Happy TaiJs 

Dtv~...JM.!!.t~- ---·-- -- ···· ···· ·- -- __ . . . - ~- _ . __ 
As one or more of your request includes a request for 'information'. it shoUld !bE noted 

11\at I am not required 1o create documents in response to a FOIA request. bot only Ia produce 
documents in my custody. and my response are on that basis. 

Requtat 1. Any and 811 documents concerning a d6crease in prop&rty value to adjolnipg andlol 
neighbonng 1881 propotty if s kennel IS allowed to be located at or about the 30Q block of 
Bellevue Lane. Tax Map #20-2-9 for the penod from August 2013 to tile present: ' 

Response: My Febn1ary i8. 20t41etter 1s hereby produced. 
! 

Request 2: Any 8IJd an documents conceming a kennel ro be located at the rEtal propeny 
idenlifiad as the 300 bloclc of Bellevue Lane. Tax Map #20-2-9 for the period from AuguSt 20i3 co 
the present: I 

i 
Response: The property catd for 1he subject property, with my notes. IS hereby producea 

I 

Request 3. Any 8lld all documents Tegatding communications between you anc1 PBI~ DumJing 
regarding any ;mpact caussd or relaled to a kenna# to be located at the 300 block oil Bellevue 
Lane. Tsx Map #20.2·9 for the period from August 2013 to lhe present; 

Response. None. I 
I 

Request 4. Any ana an documents. including but not limited to commurocarions, ~arding a 
kennello be located al or about the 300 block of Bellevue Lane. Tax Map 1:20·2-~ and any 
resullanl decrease m real propetty value for any other property at or about the proposed locBtion 
for the k8nnel: ' 

Response: None. 

Request 5. Any and aH documents concerning a letter or statement that )'OU ptov,'d~d to Pete 
Dunning to be read andtor othetWise statfld at the pubL~ hearing beforo the CIBrl<e Codr.ry Board 
of Supennsors on Februaty 18. 2014: ! 

I 

Responae None. 
I 

Requesrt 6. Any and 811 clocwnents or information thai you provided to Pete Dunning tn suppon 
of. or conceming Mr. Dunning's stalemenl to the Clarke County Board of Supe¢sors on 
Febtuary 18. 2014 that lhe location of a kannel at or about the 300 bloclc of Bellevue Lane. Tax 
Map #20-2·9 would result in a deaoase in the propetty value to any other teal propertykx:ated ar 
or about the ptoposed location of ihe kennel. and · 

tO! CnaJtr~!S Court Swta n 
h-..i' l'' :lltr ' /A :J.iC ~ ~ 

! 
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Response: See Response to Reque$11. 

Request 7. Any and all documents regarding 3 Dog Farm. LC. Happy Tsils De~ LLC. 
sndlor Gina Schsechsr tom August 2013 to lhe ptesenl. 

Reaponse: None. 

Cou11tv of Cl.lrlte Actm.ntslration 
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Clarke County http:/ /mai l.clarkecounty. gov /h!printmessage?id=28507 &tz= America/ ... 

1 of 1 

Clarke County 

three dog farm 

From: spriest <s_priest@verizon.net> 

Subject : three dog farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov, 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

Dear Clarke County Board of Supervisors, 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 01:15 PM 

Please vote in favor of the special use permit for Three Dog Farm tomorrow. 

As a former Clarke County resident, I have been shocked to hear the opposition to this 
project repeatedly make the same selfish complaints about the potential for noise or 
increased traffic on country roads. I feel those current residents could do a lot worse, as 
far as neighbors go, than a well educated woman who wants to rescue dogs. 

I see no reason to consider the Three Dog Farm a 'nuisance' to the public; frankly I feel the 
residents of Clarke County who oppose this project have made quite a nuisance of 
themselves in giving Gina and her rescue kennel project such unfair treatment. 

I support Three Dog Farm! 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Priest 
141 Nightingale Ave 
Stephens City, VA 22655 

3117/2014 1:18PM 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 38 of 174



Clarke County http:/ /mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28515&tz=America/ ... 

1 of 1 

Clarke County 

3 Dog Farm 

From: Mike Ledbetter <mikebrk80@gmail.com> 

Subject: 3 Dog Farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Board Member Brandon Stidham; 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 03:35 PM 

#TODO 

We support 3 Dog farm and their application to Clark County for a K9 Rescue and Daycare 
facility. As dog owners and animal lovers, we believe the Board of Clark County would be 
remiss in not approving this application. 

Best regards, 
Michael and Elaine Ledbetter 
Stephenson, Va. 

3/17/20144:17PM 
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Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28558&tz=America/ ... 

1 of 1 

Clarke County bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Letter in support of special use request by Gina Schaecher /3 Dog Farm, LC 

From : Megan Deitchler <megandeitchler@gmail.com> 

Subject: Letter in support of special use request by Gina 
Schaecher/3 Dog Farm, LC 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 04:49 PM 

~ 1 attachment 

To: bstidham@clarkecounty.gov, 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

Dear Board of Supervisors for Clarke County, 

I am writing to express my strong support for a special use permit to be granted to Gina 
Schaecher/3 Dog Farm, LC for the use of land in Clarke County for dog boarding purposes. 
Please find attached a more detailed letter to express my support. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request, 
Megan Deitchler 

~Letter of support for special use permit - Gina Schaecher.docx 
121125 KB 

3/18/2014 8:35AM 
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March 17, 2014 

Dear Board of Supervisors for Clarke Country: 

I am writing to express my strong support for a special use kennel permit to be 
granted to Ms. Gina L Schaecher for the development of the rescue kennelfdog 
boarding facility, 3 Dog Farm, LC, she has planned. I have known Ms. Schaecher for 
more than five years. During this time, I have grown to admire Ms. Schaecher 
tremendously. She is a responsible dog owner, an avid dog lover, and a very active 
citizen in the community who does a substantial amount of pro-bono work for the 
benefit of the community as well as for improving the lives of dogs. 

My dog, Elsa, has been lucky enough to stay with Ms. Schaecher on multiple 
occasions when I have needed to travel for work or the holidays. There is no other 
place where I feel more comfortable to leave Elsa for an extended period of time. In 
fact, when Elsa has not been able to stay with Ms. Schaecher, I have, at times, even 
postponed or cancelled vacations. I am therefore extremely excited about the 
prospect of the rescue kennel/dog boarding services Ms. Schaecher proposes to 
offer in Clarke County. 

The services that will be offered at 3 Dog Farm, LC, in Clark County will be 
substantially and qualitatively different from those provided by other "doggie 
daycare" and "dog boarding" businesses in the Washington DC metro area. Ms. 
Schaecher puts the safety of the dogs as the highest priority so owners will be able 
to leave their dog without the burden of constantly worrying about the safety and 
well-being of their loved one. Importantly, under Ms. Schaecher's leadership, 
owners can also be assured that their dog will receive the one-on-one attention that 
dogs so desperately love - and need. Finally, in contrast to other businesses, at 3 
Dog Farm, LC, dogs will have access to several acres of land available for running 
and playing. This is a unique feature of 3 Dog Farm, LC, that is not provided by any 
other "similar" type of business in the area. 

The services that 3 Dog Farm, LC, will provide for dogs are clearly unparalleled and I 
can attest that these types of services are desperately needed both by rescue dogs 
and by dog owners at large in the Washington DC metro community. I would 
therefore be very pleased if a special use permit could be granted for the 
development of 3 Dog Farm, LC, in Clarke County. 

Thank you very much for your consideration of this request. 

Megan Deitchler 
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Clarke County 

1 of 1 

Clarke County 

I support 3 dog farm 

From :Walt Galvin <wgalvin@cox.net> 

Subject : I support 3 dog farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov, 
lwa lburn@cla rkecounty .gov 

Please support this animal rescue shelter 

Walt Galvin 
703-927-8893 

http://mail.clarkecounty.govih/printmessage?id=28561&tz=America! ... 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 06:59 PM 

3/18/2014 8:41AM 
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Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h/printmessage?id=28562&tz=America/ ... 

l of l 

Clarke County 

3 Dog Farm 

From : Elaine Ledbetter <eledbetter@hotmail.com> 

Subject : 3 Dog Farm 

To: bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Board Member Brandon Stidham; 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 09:28 PM 

We support 3 Dog farm and their application to Clark County for a K9 Rescue and Daycare 
facility. As dog owners and animal lovers, we believe the Board of Clark County would be 
remiss in not approving this application. 

Best regards, 
Elaine and Mike Ledbetter 
Stephenson, Va. 

3/18/2014 8:41AM 
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Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.govlh/printmessage?id=28563&tz=America/ ... 

I of I 

Clarke County 

Fwd: 3 Dog Farm 

From :Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject : Fwd: 3 Dog Farm 

To :Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Mike Ledbetter" <mikebrk80@gmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 3:37:42 PM 
Subject: 3 Dog Farm 

Board Member Lora Walburn; 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 11:03 PM 

We support 3 Dog farm and their application to Clark County for a K9 Rescue and Daycare 
facility. As dog owners and animal lovers, we believe the Board of Clark County would be 
remiss in not approving this application. 

Best regards, 
Michael and Elaine Ledbetter 
Stephenson, Va. 

Lora B. Wa I burn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant- County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 

3/18/2014 8:42AM 
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Clarke County http://mail.clarkecounty.gov/h!printmessage?id=28564&tz=America/ ... 

I of I 

Clarke County 

Fwd: 3 Dog Farm 

From: Lora Walburn <lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: 3 Dog Farm 

To : Brandon Stidham <bstidham@clarkecounty.gov> 

From: "Elaine Ledbetter" <eledbetter@hotmail.com> 
To: lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 9:29:41 PM 
Subject: 3 Dog Farm 

Board Member Lora Walburn; 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Mon, Mar 17, 2014 11:03 PM 

We support 3 Dog farm and their application to Clark County for a K9 Rescue and Daycare 
facility. As dog owners and animal lovers, we believe the Board of Clark County would be 
remiss in not approving this application. 

Best regards, 
Elaine and Mike Ledbetter 
Stephenson, Va. 

Lora B. Walburn 
Deputy Clerk to the Board Supervisors 
Executive Assistant - County Administration 
County of Clarke 
101 Chalmers Court, Suite B 
Berryville, Virginia 22611 
[540] 955-5175 
[540] 955-5180 Fax 
lwalburn@clarkecounty.gov 

3118/20I4 8:42AM 
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Clarke County http: I /mail.clarkecotmty.gov/h/printmessage?id=2860 I &tz= America/ ... 

I of 1 

Clarke County 

3 Dog Farm 

From: Holly Borchert <kovuemom@yahoo.com> 

Subject: 3 Dog Farm 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Reply To :Holly Borchert <kovuemom@yahoo.com> 

To whom this may concern, 

bstidham@clarkecounty.gov 

Tue, Mar 18, 2014 09:38AM 

I am a Clarke County resident of eight yrs .. I love this small town and friendly people .. I 
feel that this facility would be a great asset to our community as well as helping wonderful 
dogs find forever homes .. The shelter here is a wonderful place as well but with the 
increase of community loss of jobs and pets given up daily our shelters nation wide are over 
flowing with untrained and unwanted animals .. I am in the horse word and it is just as bad 
on my side.. I understand the issues of barking animals but even here in town you hear it 
non stop all the time .. I feel this is a minor issue and it is no different from a land owner on 
a farm herding sheep and cattle .. Please keep Gina and Mike in mind that they are trying 
so hard to do some really great and wonderful things in our community and there is just no 
making everyone happy .. She has proven she can keep her land a classic barn with sound 
prove walls and ways of the 5 people on the lane to not hear the dogs through the evening 
hrs. I hear the High School and Middle School Football games as they are playing and feel 
this is part of a small community .. Where yes can get annoying at times, I remember back 
to my small town heritage and I go from being annoyed to smiling and think these kids are 
going to one day do the same .. I feel this farm, once up and going , others will see change 
is a good thing as it is like a seed planted to grow .. If given the chance all may truly enjoy 
and smile that these dogs are given another chance of a family as well .. Thanks for your 
time .. 
Holly 

3/18/2014 9:50AM 
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Clarke County http :I /mail. clarkecounty. gov lh/printmessage?i d=28623&tz=o Arneri cal ... 

I of I 

Clarke County 

3 Dog Farm Special Use Permit 

From :Lori White <lwhite1027@gmail.com> 

Subject: 3 Dog Farm Special Use Permit 

bstidham@clarkecounty .gov 

Tue, Mar 18, 2014 11:11 AM 

To : bstidham@clarkecounty.gov, lwalburn@clarkcounty.gov 

I am writing to voice my complete support for 3 Dog Farm and their Special Use Permit. I have known 
Gina Schaecher and her entire 3 Dog Farm Family for many years. My dog has spent time at 3 Dog Farm 
and is a better dog because of what he has learned with the owners and trainers. 

3 Dog Farm will be operated in a meticulous fashion and you could not want better people to join your 
County. 

After attending the previous hearings and listening to the unreasonable and unsupported comments by the 
neighbors, not one of them is justified. 3 Dog Farm has answered fully and truthfully all questions asked 
of them, and have gone above and beyond what is required of them. 

These are good people, the best people, the people you WANT in your county that will bring in business 
and revenue to your County and only want what is best for the welfare of the dogs they care for. 

I wholeheartedly and enthusiastically support this Project and hope you will do the proper thing and vote 
in favor of 3 Dog Farm and their special use permit! 

Lori White 

<'Lrv 
II\\ 

'The outside of a horse is good for the inside of a man" 

3118/2014 12:03 PM 
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RAD Testimony before Board of Supervisors, March 18, 
2014 

Good Afternoon, 

I am Rod De Arment of 409 Bellevue Lane. I have 

been asked by my neighbors to briefly summarize why 

the kennel permit should be denied. 

Here are four of the principal reasons why we 

oppose this permit: 

First, this kennel would create undue noise from 

dogs barking from a high ridge. Acoustical expert Dr. 

James Sabatier concluded that the sound levels from the 

dogs would likely be in the 71-76 decibel range and that 

there would be numerous meritorious noise complaints 

from adjoining neighbors. This undue noise would 

violate two enforceable Code standards - the specific 
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dog noise standard in Code Section 61-15 and the 

general noise catch-alllimit of 70 decibels. 

Second, permitting a commercial kennel in this 

inappropriate location would have a major adverse 

effect on property values. County Assessor Donna 

Peake predicted the proposed kennel could lower the 

value of nearby properties by 15-25 percent. Since 

there is more than $29 million in assessed real estate 

value within one mile of the proposed kennel, the 

decrease in property values would mean a massive 

financial loss for county residents and a significant hit 

to the real estate tax base. 

Third, this facility would dump a huge amount of 

additional traffic on Bellevue Lane endangering the 

safety of the four families who live and travel on this 
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private gravel road. I think most of you have seen this 

one-lane road with its blind spots and that you can 

appreciate how adding a volume of commercial traffic, 

including heavy trucks, would pose a safety risk to the 

residents, especially the children who live there. 

Fourth, the kennel would pose a significant 

environmental risk. The Sell's well is just 245 feet 

downhill from the proposed septic field, and Roseville 

Run is also just downhill. The kennel would sit on a 

major rock ridge that is part of the water recharge area. 

While the staff has determined the septic capacity is 

adequate for the residents and 5 full-time employees, 

actually the system is likely to be also used by other 

employees, customers, volunteers, visiting school 

children, etc. In fact, the proposal has no real limit on 
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the system's use. Also, the concentration of dog waste 

in this sensitive area poses a hazard if there is a spill of 

collected waste, if it is not properly collected from the 

runs, or during periods of bad weather. You have just 

heard how nitrates from biosolids migrate into ground 

water. Dog waste is much more dangerous than cow or 

horse manure - it has a much higher nitrogen content 

and a single gram of dog waste contains 23 million fecal 

coliform bacteria. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman 
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. ' 

Mr. Chairman I request that a petition from 227 Clarke 

County residents opposing the kennel be entered into 

the record. We also request inclusion of a typed list of 

the petitioners and a map of the properties surrounding 

the kennel showing the near unanimous opposition of 

area residents. 

Finally, I request that new letter from Dr. Sabatier on 

the sound issue be included in the record. 
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Jamir' L Whitfl'n 

National G~11ter for 
Physical Acoust1cs 

r lw Universit:-.· of Mississippi 

Roderick DeArment 
P.O. Box 99 
Boyce, VA 22620 

Re: Happy Tails Development, LLC 
Special Use/Site Permit (SUP13-02/SP13-08} 

Dear Mr. DeArment: 

As you have requested, I have reviewed the document you sent me on March 17, 2014 prepared 
by Mr. Miller. I stand by my assessment that there will be numerous community noise complaints from 
local residents due to high sound pressure levels. 

First, the survey remains seriously flawed because it does not state the breed of the dogs or provide a 
measurement of the decibel level at the source of the noise in the noise survey. 

Second, the authors remain confused on the acoustics of sound pressure level heard by humans. 
Humans hear sound pressure level and this level increases as the square of the amplitude of the sound. 
This results in a doubling of the sound pressure level as the number of sources doubles. My estimates 
here remain correct. 

Third, Mr. Miller indicates he has done an incoherent calculation, as opposed to a coherent calculation 
of the expected level increase from the increase in the number of dogs. The likely result will be 
somewhere between the two methods. However, animals in close proximity are well known for 
producing their sounds coherently in order to produce louder sounds. So, the incoherent estimate 
made by Mr. Miller may very well yield numbers biased towards a lower level than what can be 
expected. 

Fourth, I pointed out for the impulsive, tonal and after dark noises, it is common to add sound level 
penalties to aid in the assessment of the community complaints to noise. Rest assured that after dark 
sounds from obnoxious barking dogs will increase complaints from neighbors at a time when they 
expect peace and quiet. 

Lastly, I mentioned the effect of wind will dramatically impact the received levels. Wind, and 
temperature, effects will easily impact the received sound level- louder or quieter by 20 dB depending 
upon the actual weather conditions. A proper survey would have included the effects of wind, as well as 
temperature, on the noise levels in the neighborhood. 

Finally, this noise survey is seriously flawed and does not follow reasonable standards to access the 
community response to noise annoyance. I stand by my assessment that the 'City Fathers' should 
expect numerous complaints from local residents living near the proposed kennel development. 

ffice Box 1848. Un1vers1ty. MS 38677-1848 • (662) 915-5889 • Fax !662) 915-7494 

.~Great Amcrimn Puhlic Unh't'r5lht 
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Summary of 'Opposition' Petition lnfonnation 

The following is a list of petition signers in corresponding order to the original signatures submitted today, 
March 18, 2014, who oppose the proposed Special Use Permit on Bellevue Lane; it includes name, address, 
tax map #, and voting district. 

• 230 people signed the 'Opposition' petition 
• 230 signees are residents of/property owners in Clarke County 
• 148 of the petition signers are from the White Post voting district 
• 100% of the adjoining property owners oppose the SUP application 

. --· ··----·-· -· ·- -

iNameof \Tax Map :Voting . 
Town )D# ..... ll:li~~~L ..... · ............... _._ .••. E3<:>i~ ........ 1?<>. ~ 4 . L""h~~Post 

!38A 18, 
2iMary K. Smart 208 Kersey Lane Boyce [~A1~f:3.. iVVhite Post . 

L_~-!l~:~~a~~~~rc~-- ... ·:r~~~=~~~:~-~-~--- -> t~::~ l~: ~ ~;~ ·:~~=~~J 
5!Janet de Teran ·· ······· ·· ··· 501 bidWlncilesteiRoacf .. __ ............ ~Y~ T21l\?~ ·1Wtl.~~--~~~(J 
tfsiian cattier · · · · ········ ·· aif RecfGate.Road Millwood · !29 A 21 iVVhite Post ' 

r ifRobin Cather ··-· 88 Red Gate Road ..... ······ - - ..... . MliiWoOci .. "T29A 21· ·····-. llAiilite Post! 
·· ·arsrtail .. soil.alf.. · · · ·· · ···· · ······- ?!?f§Pt1~9~~.Y.-~~~d ························ ~~iii~ !23A27 ·.. · lsuCkffiarsil 1 

i 9fMicl\aeiCasey ...... ??.f3~Pr:it:tg~~l:lr:YI3C>~c:t ··············-····-·········- ~11)'\/il~ T14A.58A-!'MiiiWOOCi " 
[_1Q1M~I!~-g~~Y. _·_ · _·- __ ... 7:i'~ __ §Pfir1~t>l1_ry Road _ _ ______ ~r-ryxill~ h4A58A -_- ]~l_i~~o.<:f_ 
! 11 !Patrick Casey 332 West_Main Str~t __ ... _ ~f!Y"_ill~ [14A1A3 [Berryvil_l~ 
l_f?i9~~~tlti_'Nil~y- -.-. ?~ff~~~-~R~~c(~ ~rryville i13A.1s -· .TR~~ti .. -... 
i 13!Chad Wiley 741 Tripi~ J RQ~<!____ Berryville T13.AT5- !Russell 
r- T4]Coby Wiley -·-······· ........... 7'4~ __ Tfipl~~ ~()(3d.. _____ ··--·--- -~I"I)'Vil~_ !13A 15 [13':1~~!1 
: fsicllacfMoms- 741 Triple J Road-Just Kiddin' Farm_ ~r:ry.til~ T13A15 !Russell 
r 1sizacl< MorTis - .. ··---···-- · - 74fti1Pie j R:oact:Jusfklddln' Farm . -~rryyilt~ TI?AT§_ ·rR.lisseu 
[1tlAJ"llli~o~y §ij®~til~ _ -· ··- ·--···--_ ~1~ ~~~f=.~i~ ftYIY -· · - ___ ~f!YYil~ :14 o 12 · !MiiiWoo<r 
' 18 !A.R. "Pete" Dunnirtg ....... ?1~~-<?!t:tr_t~ Re>~~ Boy<::e 12o A 16 TWilitePost 
r···1-~[fi:l~rlj~~J::f:~:.t>~~-~-i~g _______ 7.QQ\IV:3r:fil~-'=~~- -- ___ Millwood :2933 . -!V\Ihlte.Post 1 
L. ?.<>LM~ttie D: Fri~s ... .. ....... . .... ~-~c.>f:l"lM~t.;,r -~----·· ......... ·- . ~c;,y~- i2<fA39- ._ '~,'WhV\Ih_-_~Jitt~ee_.-_PP._-_0os:-_s-)t. -~,-

21 !John W Fries .... ___ ............ ~~ ~()hr1M.~~YI::I~ ..... .. _ _ ····- E3Qy~ T2i:l'A39 
: 22TAnneD. Bromley 8958 John Mosby Hwy Boyce T2o'A3~f- ·rwt.-ite-:Posfl 
'~.?:~L~f"lil_hloyc:j _ 1576 Gun Barrel Road White Post 128 A SA iV\Ihite Post 

.?~Jr:=_l_~~t:te>r~: .. hlc;,y~ _ -T§t~§~ill3~ri~f~~~- ···- - - ···· V\ftlft~_f=>osf f2ai(sJ\ __ ']Wt:l~~ Post 
. ?~]~~!!'~~ f::ly()(f ····-······· .... ·······-----· ~:9: .. ~~ 455 ................. ____ ~c;,y~ .. __ -·· ··-·-

f28A-13, 

i Resident/Property Owner Address 
· _1[~r.~-~~~Wim~r.ns· - - -- .. - M'{:)lj:llft9 §~r--~~~e-- - · 

i28A 13A, 
i28A 13B, 

_?6]~~rJ1-~I~.~':JP~~y ....... P:9-_1 _ . --····· White Post i28A_1J __ _l\,1\J!li!~Post -------·-··-·-····· ············- -···-··-------;36A 12, 

i28A 14, 
?!£>: T M<:lf1tire .................... ___ ........ P:9: ?37 __ ····--·--···--. ... .......... ... __ _ _ . Y\11:1~~ J=»ost !_2() }\ ~~---· __ JVVhite Post 

28 !Shirley S. Hardesty 
:14A32A12, i , 

106 Battle_!()_w_n D~rive___________ __ ___ !3e_1!YVille ____ !4 A 3 ! Buck~~~ 
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- - - - ~ - --
- · · -~ · · ~ · ~ '19<f chrismore k<>ad 

32!Thomas Carper, Jr. (:+-419 ()ldWinchf!ster Rd) V'Jhite Post [2.1:J 1 ~ .\f\lhite P()St 
33isue\~ti~e ~ ~ ~ ·~ 3433 Bishop Meade Boyce :22A so •Millwood 
34[KathyPasl<el ~ ~ ·147tfGurd3a.ret Road ~~ ~~ wt1ite Post128A4 ~ ~~~~ h1Vt1ite Post 
35Tsll5an8edtC>rd · ·~~ 653 t<eilneiRoaCi ~ ······ Boyce '30A&i · !VVhltePost ·· 

. 36[Aaron Uyoet .. .. ... 15\~i. t=airrax street ~ ~·~~·~·~ serT)iVilie : 14A 24 11 rsenvvliie • 
3i1<t<:ennett1L.W.i11~~!'1-·--· 226WSintitstreet --~---- ~ serrvvme ~ \14A161i~·reerTY\iliie -
38!Janet Willingham 226 walnut Street Berryville i14A-16T7 iBerrvvt~ 
39ft(ennefh Pruitt~~ 116 Browntown R.o8d BOyea. 122A99 !MillWoOd 
461c~.t·Hardesty, 1\1 ·-· ·~·5797IOidFairta>C Rwy .. ~ BeiTY\IIite. T14A36 ~~~ !MitiWoocf~~ ~ 

' 41 ).i11ChelleAn<1erson 278 Ginns Road ~ ~ · ·~ ~ ~ . . ~~~·· B.oi~ - l?c:) A!~f ~Willie Post ~ 
42TPaulene Abate ~ ~~ 973-6td ctiapef Road ~ Boyce f21 A 46C :Millwood 

r A~!,Mic.ft~~~PJ>_a~~ ~~~· ~~· ~~ ~~ -~~73oiCfct1~~~~}~o~d BOyce )21A46t~~~ !MriiWoC>cf 
·~ ·~ ·~ ~~.·~~~~.. · ~~~ ~ •28 A 1, 

44\ Ralph S. Shiley 307 Chrismore Road Whit~ (=>()~ l2.EJ A ~ ~~~ ~~~ \White Post 
. ~ 4s1MarjHou9ti ~ ~ ~r>:o. sox 39 Boyce 121 A 1A92 ·· lWtilte Posf 
L--.-46 r~.r!~(~t>y_ ------~· -~-~- ~ ·~ · 211 Hld<o,.Y Green I.ane White F>ostT29A 33 ~ ~ 1Wh~ Post 
. 47iEsther L Marshall 25f.sWiftShoals-Road·- ~~-~-·- Boyce !30A69A ___ !Millwood 

: :gi~d'g~itg~tf~t. · ······~1;~t~,~~ .. • :6t:- ]fi11A~9 i~W~tf~, 
693 Bishop Meade Road, 

50/Denise H. Jackson P.O. Box 107 Millwood i30AA89 !Millwood 
5ft<eltt1E.8robsf ·~~·~~··· · ~~~· ~316Reilderson touit Berryville ~H4A 81 11 ~~'Benyvilie 
s2TR:yanc~ Royston · 1344oi<fWind1esfer R.otild .. ~··~~ ·~~~~•· ~~~ :·: [2fA a3c ·Whlte~Posf 
S~fRi~tit~h~R~i~t~or.· ~~~ 13446idW.nCt1ester Roa<i ~ ~~ ~yce t21A83c iWhlte~~Post 
54ilinda Woelfel 379 Page Brook Lane ~ ~ E:lC>Y~ 12f5~~2A ~TWilltePost 
55lborothy Royston ~ ··~ 289 Page Brook Lane . . ~y~ ~. -~ T21A84 ~lY\ft:til~ e<:>~t: 

, s6TJames R Royston ~~~~~ 28~fPage.8rooi<Lane Boyce 12fA84 :White Post : 
.~--57iLeon-ard Woelfel --379-PageBrook: Lane-·-~--~-~ Boyce (21 5 2A iWhite PosC1 

s8]coay Gray ~~ ~·~~ ~·~ 1ovvestst1aronbnve ~ ~ aoyce --T21 A=tss ~ iWhltePost~' 
s9Tcatt1y Woeifel ~··· ·· 379 Page srookiane ~~-~~~Boyce 121K2A ~ T\lvhite Post 
a~<FMaiYE:ilen Nicholas ~ iiQj~cijje~~~r~k{~~ ~·· ~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~Y~ ~ [21 53 ~~· ~ _ __r~:~~f:>~~f , 
6fJamesk. Royston,Ti 499 Page Brook Lane ~~ ~Y~ J?fAa3o :White Post : 

~~~r~tltrt~~9:~=~~ ~ ~ ~ ~· :~8 ~=~i:~t:: ~ ~···~ ~ ~ $Z~~ -~~ ~ !3r>. ~•~::~~f.! 
64 mmothy Longerbeam ~ ~~~ 436 Page Brook Lane ~ ·~~~~ 13<:>Y~ i2f 2A- !VVhrte Posf1 

: 65!NoeiH. Rkf<s ~· ~~·~· · 993 Glnl'lsR.oad ~- Boyce i26_~_21H- 'Wil~e Post~~, 
;--6§L~i-E:}~<:f~ 8oif'·"=~-·=---~~~~ ~ 544 Ginns Road··-~~--~~·--- Boyce :2o A 18A _ iYVtt~~~ J=>()~~;~ ~l 

67 !James w. Lamphier - ~ fiGun BarrefRoad ·~~~~~~ Wt11te-P05t T20.A31 :White Post ' 
asH~ lien Hlci<s- · ~~ · ~ ~ ~ 993 Glnns ~Roacf Boyce 120A 21H ~ TWtlite Post' 
~691Jesslcacain ·~· ~ ·· ~~ ~23i~Gun sarrefR.oa<:t WhitePostT2oA 28 - iWhite Post 

' torMarvl..amplller~~~ ·~~ ~ 11Gun sarreiRoad White Posf12oA~3f :White Post 
, t1T~~Yielrsn,l~f"l ~ 2548 crums~ ct1urCh~Road Berryville ra t 1 ~~~~. if~ussell 

~~]~~~~~~hrtow ~ . ~-~ f~~~2iN~:-§~t~~~~=~ ~~ ~~~··~··~~·~~~~•~·~·~· t~rryvn:yym:·- ·."~~~):2 ~ J~~:=:: ~·~ ' 
~74i/~tt1lonnetly- 291Mittor1Vailey~ ~ senyvllle d4A 19 TMiHwooei 

· 75\aenoetwiler ~-~ ~~f~Js~_ISilopMeaaeRoaa ~~~~~~~ ~- ~~·ac;.yc:e~· ~ '22cf2 iMiiiWoOd 
,_ .. 76'1Stiaron Parrish ~ ---- 114 Page Street ~-~-~-~---BerryVille '14A2 9 5 !Berryville 

~ 77'Usa Rajewski 68 Fa,-,5· Ridge Lane ·~~~~·~~· J:Jc>y~ ~ -)7 A 3 5 42 TWhlte Post 
··~ ·~~~ s24coul'lt1Yciu6 Line, ~ , 

?E3Lt<~~tl'YI'l~§~E:}".~r P.O. Box 156 Millwood i29 2A 'White Post 
79\Janet Ferrell 3i2Ginns~Roacf ~·~ ~Y~ ~~ ~ T2oA 18D iWti~lte Po-sf 
8otsetsyRaidln9 1260GinnsRoad ~·~ ·~~~~ ~<:>Y~ ~ 12oA16s ~!Wt11tefiost 

~ .• ~.8821:.l .. Jlio~htlyn_BeM·.-~Y~~~e~.~.kr~ .. ~K ~~~ ~ ·~·~ · ~~ ~~~ ~~ 1420·G-InnsRoact ~ Boyce i20A16c \iljJ1~ite.Posf 
~~~~·~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~ .. ~ ~_ J1~zrc~fclt=alff~-~ ~ J:Jc>.v.~ ~~~ T21A76A J\IVh~efiost 
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------------- , __________ _ 

83 Bryan Conrad 
84.Mary K. Kirk 

85 • Chip Schutte 
86 !carole lnge 
87;Pam Sprincis· 

88. Cindy Casey 
89 Darlene Shull 

90• Brye~n E Casey 
91.Kathy Morris 
92fSandra Jenkins 

\303 Stone Bridge Road 

1

9322 John Mosby Hwy 
437 Bishop Meade Road, 
P.O. Box 324 
1711 Millwood Road 
97 4 Berry Ferry Road 

2611 Springsbury Road 
P.O. Box 129 

[White Post , 

I
'Boyce . 

Millwood :30 A 42 
!Millwood ,, ~30AA82, 
I White Post 28 A 34 

23A20, 
23A21 

'23A20, 
23A21 
J13A 15 

1 Benyville ] 13 A 15 

White Post 
·MillWood 
Berryville .. 

. Berryville 
•Russell 

···.Russell 
r ''' ' :30A45. 

93. Robert T. Stotler P.O. Box 132 ·Millwood 30 A 45A ,White Post 
94·Sam Stotler P.O. Box 391 )Millwood ,22A 101A Millwood 
95 Carolyn Stotler P.O. Box 391 'Millwood 22 A 101A Millwood 

:~::::~:::: -··-- :~·::-::: -- - -... t~;:::-i~~~~-- r:: :::: 
98iNOtalie Flagg P.O. Box 121 ~~illwood '30A47 ,IMlttePost • 
99'Sarah Jenkins-Morris 741 Triple J Road Berryville -13A 15 'Russell 

100•Marcie Fairbanks 
• 10fMiklos "Nick" Szentirmai 
· 1 o2!Andrea l..igeti · 
'103[Caroline L Roberts 

· 1 04 Mary H. Crawford 
·1o5!Lai.JraDabinett ., 
• 1o6 • Plige A G-roseClose- -- -
• 1 oictirissie Graeber 
: 1 08 ~Reid Graeber 
• 109.8ar1y H. Lewis.,, 
· 11<)' Grace E. Lewis 
• 11 f BarbaraW. Morris 
•· 112ftracy Sturchio 

11 :3'.J.o. Jackson 
11·~VWilliam J. bevers 
115 ·Patricia Ritenour 

. Tf(fArchie LeeRitenour 
• 117-ShelleyDay 
118 ·Robert Day 
119 Shirley W. Grubbs 

120. Kay Russell Hicks 
· 121.Linda Ames 
122. David E. Ames 
123 William D. Grubbs 

- -~ ---- --

124 Brenda Plunkett 
125 'Charles Plunkett 
126 Daniel Mitchell (tenant) 
127. Cathy Butler 
128 Mark Butler 
129 Dorothy Eisenberg 

''' . . :14A 712 

409 Custer Court Berryville :113 . Russell 
370 Rose Airy Lane, P.().Box 286 · 13oyce '29A 18 ·White Post 
P.O. Box 286 Boyce 29A 18 whitePost 
1132 Bordens Spring Road White Post ."29 A 31 ''IVhite Post 
P.O. Box 369 (373 warner : . 
Washington Lane) . . Berryville 9 3 3 Buckmarsh 
4_~8 Jan~'{ille R_()~<!___~ ___________ 1:3-~~ille ___ ~! 2 A 43Q ____ 

0

0!Jhite po~_ 
64 Salem Church Road ·Boyce 20 A 9 White Post · 
276 White Pine Lane Boyce '392 2F VVhite Post 
276 White Pine Lane Boyce 39 2 2F White Post 
f53? Old 'JVillchester Road '' !Boyce 21A 77 V\lh~e P()st 
j537 Old V'JjnchesterRoad Boyce 21 A 77 ,\IVhite Post 

[foat~:~~~~:~~~~:d r~6~~ ·~~~~~32 =~~st 
j
'P.Q.Box 107 [Millwood 
P.O. Box 261 1Boyce .. ' I . 

~~~~H~~~~~~J~- --- -~t~E 
/1415 Ginns Road !Boyce 
j9124 John Mosby Hwy jBoyce 

145 Ginns Road !Boyce 
[475 Ginns Road /Boyce 
!475 Ginns Road fBoyce 
j9124 ~ohn Mosby Hwy !Boyce 
f674 G1nns Road 

1
Boyce 

1574 Ginns Road !Boyce 
/1336 Old Winchester Road :Boyce 
j481 Page Brook Lane 1Boyce 
;481 Page Brook Lane )Boyce 
I 902 Old Winchesetr Road 1 Boyce 

20 A 43 White Post ----~-20 A-43- ~ - --~- -~-whlte"PoSi ___ _ 
20 A 15 White Post 
.20A 15 .White Post 
20 A 41 White Post 
20A23, 
20A21B 
.20A 21C 
20A21C 
20A41 
20A 19 
20A 19 
21 A81 
21 55 
21 55 
21 A86A 

White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
.White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
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· 130'Suzanne Boag .. 204 Hermitage Blvd Berryville f14A f3311~ :f:3enyville 
131 DouglasBoag 2o4 Hermitage Blvd Berryville ;14A83113 ;B~rryviUe _ 

· 13iPatricia Stanton 300 Dunlop [)rive Berryville i14A 8123 _Millwood 
• 133rDonald Stanton 300 Du111op Drive.. ·· ··_ Berryville· 114A 8123 MillWoOd ·_ 

Jiit~i£~~M~;an_ l~;B~~iiis::anHane f;t; ~~!*s ,;:;iJ 
137iBianca Vandervoort 4157 Calmes Neck Lane . _/Bo_Y_ce __ ,_311- 44 ;M_ illw. o_ ~-... 
138'Mary Chamber1ayne 3113 Calmes Neck Lane Boyce .311 23 Millwood 

· 139 Ramona DelaFe 455Triple J Road fl3erryville i7 A 61A ·_RI.Js&eu 
. 140.-Mischele way 425 Chapel Lane_ Boyce 22116 Millwood 
· 141[Joan Cameron 541 Paris Heights Lane Pans '40A 33 _ _ ;Millwood 
•_ 142 :Anne Bever1ey Kerr 12

2
_
0
79

1
_ ·
4
WhM __ -_·1.i1tlw~_oodPostR_ R0oaadd,---P-___ 

0 
___ .- B---ox __ 

2
_
54 

___ -_-_ WhM---.-.,.
1
-lwite

0 
.. odPost ·_._:2

30
8 AAM 4

2
0
7 
.. ___ · · ._-WhM·---·--.;·1_-_Iw_~e0_-__ odP~st 

. 143[f>atrici~ J. Flynn . 
, 144;Caro1Fiues __ · j406Pyletown Road ---_-_··-_ __ $oy~ - [21A2( [\J\Ihit~ Post ; 
__ 1:4t)L~mm~_L. _fjill__ _ __ _ __ _ _ F_?~_QI~_YVi_r1q,~~~~r.J~Q~(;i ______ I:,J2Yce ___ ~_Q_~~-----White Po~L . 
. 146.Eiizabeth E. Hill f1776 Old V'Jjnchester Road Boyce 20A6 _White Post ' 
•147ieslieMcLean 241Burch Lane Boyce .30 1 2 White Post 
148'William P. Mclean, Jr. 1241 Burch Lane · Boyce i30 1 2 v.JtlitE) P()St 

. 149,Eiissa I. Goshen 644 Lime Man Lane Millwood 22A 1228 Millwood 
150il...ionelchisholm · 3616 Millw()()(j Road, P.o. Box 246 Millwood -- i3oA 19 ·- ·Wh~e Post , 

• 151 Andre Howells 633 Shenandoah River Lane Front Royal 37 A 13 26 'White Post 
• 152 .Arm Chisholm ~16 Mill\vood Road, P.o. Box 246 MillWoOd '3o A 19 -- · white Post 
· 153[KathyCia.rk- 787 Calmes Neck Lane Boyce '3fA 8A 'Millwood 

I ~rs-:~:~~~;:~~~-- ------ --~-~~~~~t~~;dRoad --~~m_;_ t~;~~A -~ f&~tt~rSh--~ 
• 156 Carol J. Myers 232 Bradford Drive f3oyce 21 A 5125 ;White Post · 
· 157'bennis Uttei-back 232 Bradford Drive Boyce .21 A 5125 White Post 
• 158)CaryH. Embury·· 20~5. Bishop Meade Road Boyce '22A 102 Millwood 
159'Kathleen Knepp 1651 ChillyHoUow Road Berl-yville .24A39A rsi.Jckmarstt 
160[Susanpellinger · 11651 ¢hilly J-ioii()~Road Bel"fYville - '24A. 39A jl3uckrJ1arsh __ · 

.l~J[~~~ ~~~~~ge . . ~~~3s~~~7~:~~LoS:cr . ~~;~ont ·~~ ~ ~~F l~citk;~:~ . 
· 163:E. H. Van Wycks 2953 PyletOYIJl Road B~yce 12A21 White Post 
J .. ~iCarol ~-~-'l~_r:ly __________ 129 ~~!M~in Street Boyce 21 A 1A2 White Post . 
· 165•Hannah Smith soo Lakeville Lane Boyce-- •3o.A 66A •White Post-· 
16E:JiJennifer Hearn 17001dTuley La11e Boyce '·· 
167.Juliet Mackay-Smith 199 Sugar Hill Road White Post ·36A9 ·White Post 
168.Ruth Szechenyi 2535 Pyletown Road Boyce '21 A 1 White Post 
169 Matthew Szechenyi 2535Pyletown Road fBoyce '21 A 1 White Post 

~ 170 'Katherine Brown 2822 Pyletown Road 113oyee •12 A 228 · White Post 
171 .Peggy Duvall [912 White Post Road lwhite Post ;·28 A 56D .White Post 

,P.O. Box 500, • 
. 172 .Thomas C. Mulry, Jr. /1029 Page Brook Lane 'Boyce • 21 A 2 ·White Post 
173 W. J. C. Dunning tP.O. Box 114, 52 Throwleigh Lane ~Boyce _ 21 A 38 White Post 

,-~~;:::~~~~~:~:!~;~- · -~~-:~~ ~t:::~=~-:~=~------ -- ···· - r~~t:-----~-~ ~;!· -~~~=-:~:: 
176 W.N. Dunning fs2 Throwleigh Lane !Boyce 21 A 38 White Post 
177Daphne S. Dunning f52 Throwleigh Lane !Boyce 21 A 38 White Post 
178 N.B.B. "Buster'' Dunning j195 Throwleigh Lane /Boyce 21 A38 White Post 
179Eric Blankenship [2092 Old Winchester Road [Boyce 20A 7 White Post 
180 • Jerry A Henke 1 1969 Old Winchester Road JBoyce 20 A 16A White Post 
181 Harry "Bunny" Benham, Ill ;2113 Pyletown Road :Boyce 21 A 1 White Post 
182 Jeremy Baker !917 Old Winchester Road iBoyce .21 A 78B White Post March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 58 of 174



• 18:ftimothy Tyler l219761d Chapel Road Boyce 22 A 64 Millwood 
·184,Ralph R. Shaffer, 111 2197 OldChapel Road Boyce 22A64 Millwood 
• 185: Daniel L. Detwiler, Ill 340 Briggs Roc:u'J . ·· 1 Berryy~lle .22 A 43 M~ll\y()od 
· 18a'cynthia M. Detwiler 340 Briggs Road... jBerryv1lle ,22A43 ,Millwood 
· 18iJaymes Detwiler 340 Briggs Roacj . . . . ... fBerryville 22 A 43 ~Mill\yood .. • 

.188 'cormJel"~Ler -----·-~· __ -~· . 21~_7-OI~_C2ha~!~oa~t- ·-~-~---~;~.c>Y.~ __ -~?2 A 64~-· ,Millwoo_<! -~ 
· 189;1rene (3. Tinsman 2091 Old Chapel Road .. Boyce ~22A68 :Millwo9<1 · 
· 190'TylerCoppage 2165 Old Chapel Road . Boyce ;22A65 Millwood 
191 'Johnetta Pruitt [110 Browntown Road. .. 1Boyce .22A 99 ,Millwood • 
192'Todd Ellis 1077 Ginns Road, P.O. 115 Boyce 20A21 VVhite Post 
193[Stephanit)EIIi~ . 107fGir'lns Roa<:t •.. f'.Cl115 Boyce 20}\ 21 'M'!ite Post 

.· 194.f~ebekah Wiedower 9800 JohnMosby t-lwy .. .. tBoyce .. .20A21E .Wtl~e. post 
• 195;JimWiedower 

1
9aOo JohnMosbyHwy . . .Boyce .20A 21E :VVhite Post 

.. ·.·. ~Origh1al p«ttition signers: submitted@ ~o"emb8r 1, 2013 .. ....... j .. ... ... ... . ......... l... ........... . . 
• 196 Teresa Miller . 1430 ()ld 'JVjnchester Road Boyce .21 A a2 . \Nhite f>ost . 

• 199 ·Catherine McConville 

• 200. Roderick DeArment 

29A 18D, 
260 Rose Airy Lane, P.O. Box 314 jBoyce i29 A 18J VVhite Post 

202 7, 
409 Bellevue Lane Boyce .21 A 79B .VVhite Post 

.. .. . .. '202 7, 

:201 AnnMarie DeArment 409 Bellevue Lane :21A 798 VVhite Post 
: 2oibanielle bollohiJe 165 Bellevue Lane 21 A 79C 'V\Ihhe Post 
:203 EricKeene .. i73 Old Wil1ct1esterRoad. Boyce .. 21 A 7a White Post · 

~E,E~~~!~~~~. --· ··l~~~b~~=;~~~ -- IE~E I~J~3A- :E;~~; 
• 207]Celeste b. Borel 692 Old WillchesterRoad !Boyce '2fA86 ... ·· VVhite Post 
·2oaiTeresa Baker 917 Old Winchester Road · Boyce '21A ?as VVhite Post 
209.Scott Baker 917 Old Winchester Road Boyce '21 A 78B ·· V\ltl~~Post 
21 0 LRick Senyitl<e> 918 ~()rning St(ir Lane 

1
B()yce 20 2 13 VVhite Post 

211 Kathi Colen Peck 196 Bellevue Lane 'Boyce 21 A 79 'White Post 
• 212'GregoryPeck 196 Bellevue Lane Boyce 21 A 79 VVhite Post 
. 213:Eric Li~ser f5a9Bellevue Lane Boyce .20 2 8 ·VVhite Post 
.~J:'!_~~a ~~~~~.!~-------·-Wag Bell~~ue ~an~----------- B~y~ ...... 20 2_8 .VVhite Po~!_ 
· 215 D1ane Seny1tko 91a Mornmg Star Lane Boyce .20 2 13 VVhite Post 
• 216 Peter Jones . . 735 Morning Star Lane Boyce '20 2 1 'VVhite Post 
217Susan R. Molden 1 Morning Star Lane 

1
Boyce ~20 2 6 VVhite Post 

21a.Timothy W. Harmon '1 Morning Star Lane [Boyce .20 2 6 VVhite Post 
• 219 Ronald N. Light 146 Morning Star Lane j Boyce .20 2 5 VVhite Post 
. 220 Elizabeth A. Light 146 Morning Star Lane fBoyce .20 2 5 VVhite Post 
221 Terence M. Donohue ,165 Bellevue Lane 1Boyce 21 A 79C VVhite Post 

· 22iSharon P. Young [923 Old Winchester Road [Boyce .21 A 78A ·White Post 
223 Alan Young i923 Old Winchester Road jBoyce 21 A 7aA .VVhite Post 
224 George M. "Matt" Hoff 1218 GinnsRoad Boyce 20A 18F ·VVhite Post •... ·-.~........ ....... ---- . ..... ... . . . . . i . - ...... . ........ ··- . ... ~~--................... - ........ ~-···-- ~ ............ . 

1 1 21 A 80, 
225 Elizabeth H. Sell 

226 Robert G. Sell 
227 Robert E. Yanniello 
22a Carol Yanniello 
229 ·Susan Harrison 
230. Michael Harrison 

I ' 

'1321 Old Winchester Road ·Boyce 20 A 18 

1321 Old Winchester Road 
f 1308 Old Winchester Road 
: 130a Old Winchester Road 
i 1437 Old Winchester Road 
11437 Old Winchester Road 

I 21 ABO, 

1
Boyce 20 A 1a 
;Boyce 21 A a3A 
/Boyce 21 A 83A 
!Boyce 20A 18 
il3oyce 20A 18 

White Post 

White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
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Summary of 'Opposition' Petition lnfonnation 

The following is a list of petition signers in corresponding order to the original signatures submitted today, 
March 18, 2014, who oppose the proposed Special Use Permit on Bellevue Lane; it includes name, address, 
tax map #, and voting district. 

• 230 people signed the 'Opposition' petition 
• 230 signees are residents of/property owners in Clarke County 
• 148 of the petition signers are from the White Post voting district 
• 100% of the adjoining property owners oppose the SUP application 

. --· ··----·-· -· ·- -

iNameof \Tax Map :Voting . 
Town )D# ..... ll:li~~~L ..... · ............... _._ .••. E3<:>i~ ........ 1?<>. ~ 4 . L""h~~Post 

!38A 18, 
2iMary K. Smart 208 Kersey Lane Boyce [~A1~f:3.. iVVhite Post . 

L_~-!l~:~~a~~~~rc~-- ... ·:r~~~=~~~:~-~-~--- -> t~::~ l~: ~ ~;~ ·:~~=~~J 
5!Janet de Teran ·· ······· ·· ··· 501 bidWlncilesteiRoacf .. __ ............ ~Y~ T21l\?~ ·1Wtl.~~--~~~(J 
tfsiian cattier · · · · ········ ·· aif RecfGate.Road Millwood · !29 A 21 iVVhite Post ' 

r ifRobin Cather ··-· 88 Red Gate Road ..... ······ - - ..... . MliiWoOci .. "T29A 21· ·····-. llAiilite Post! 
·· ·arsrtail .. soil.alf.. · · · ·· · ···· · ······- ?!?f§Pt1~9~~.Y.-~~~d ························ ~~iii~ !23A27 ·.. · lsuCkffiarsil 1 

i 9fMicl\aeiCasey ...... ??.f3~Pr:it:tg~~l:lr:YI3C>~c:t ··············-····-·········- ~11)'\/il~ T14A.58A-!'MiiiWOOCi " 
[_1Q1M~I!~-g~~Y. _·_ · _·- __ ... 7:i'~ __ §Pfir1~t>l1_ry Road _ _ ______ ~r-ryxill~ h4A58A -_- ]~l_i~~o.<:f_ 
! 11 !Patrick Casey 332 West_Main Str~t __ ... _ ~f!Y"_ill~ [14A1A3 [Berryvil_l~ 
l_f?i9~~~tlti_'Nil~y- -.-. ?~ff~~~-~R~~c(~ ~rryville i13A.1s -· .TR~~ti .. -... 
i 13!Chad Wiley 741 Tripi~ J RQ~<!____ Berryville T13.AT5- !Russell 
r- T4]Coby Wiley -·-······· ........... 7'4~ __ Tfipl~~ ~()(3d.. _____ ··--·--- -~I"I)'Vil~_ !13A 15 [13':1~~!1 
: fsicllacfMoms- 741 Triple J Road-Just Kiddin' Farm_ ~r:ry.til~ T13A15 !Russell 
r 1sizacl< MorTis - .. ··---···-- · - 74fti1Pie j R:oact:Jusfklddln' Farm . -~rryyilt~ TI?AT§_ ·rR.lisseu 
[1tlAJ"llli~o~y §ij®~til~ _ -· ··- ·--···--_ ~1~ ~~~f=.~i~ ftYIY -· · - ___ ~f!YYil~ :14 o 12 · !MiiiWoo<r 
' 18 !A.R. "Pete" Dunnirtg ....... ?1~~-<?!t:tr_t~ Re>~~ Boy<::e 12o A 16 TWilitePost 
r···1-~[fi:l~rlj~~J::f:~:.t>~~-~-i~g _______ 7.QQ\IV:3r:fil~-'=~~- -- ___ Millwood :2933 . -!V\Ihlte.Post 1 
L. ?.<>LM~ttie D: Fri~s ... .. ....... . .... ~-~c.>f:l"lM~t.;,r -~----·· ......... ·- . ~c;,y~- i2<fA39- ._ '~,'WhV\Ih_-_~Jitt~ee_.-_PP._-_0os:-_s-)t. -~,-

21 !John W Fries .... ___ ............ ~~ ~()hr1M.~~YI::I~ ..... .. _ _ ····- E3Qy~ T2i:l'A39 
: 22TAnneD. Bromley 8958 John Mosby Hwy Boyce T2o'A3~f- ·rwt.-ite-:Posfl 
'~.?:~L~f"lil_hloyc:j _ 1576 Gun Barrel Road White Post 128 A SA iV\Ihite Post 

.?~Jr:=_l_~~t:te>r~: .. hlc;,y~ _ -T§t~§~ill3~ri~f~~~- ···- - - ···· V\ftlft~_f=>osf f2ai(sJ\ __ ']Wt:l~~ Post 
. ?~]~~!!'~~ f::ly()(f ····-······· .... ·······-----· ~:9: .. ~~ 455 ................. ____ ~c;,y~ .. __ -·· ··-·-

f28A-13, 

i Resident/Property Owner Address 
· _1[~r.~-~~~Wim~r.ns· - - -- .. - M'{:)lj:llft9 §~r--~~~e-- - · 

i28A 13A, 
i28A 13B, 

_?6]~~rJ1-~I~.~':JP~~y ....... P:9-_1 _ . --····· White Post i28A_1J __ _l\,1\J!li!~Post -------·-··-·-····· ············- -···-··-------;36A 12, 

i28A 14, 
?!£>: T M<:lf1tire .................... ___ ........ P:9: ?37 __ ····--·--···--. ... .......... ... __ _ _ . Y\11:1~~ J=»ost !_2() }\ ~~---· __ JVVhite Post 

28 !Shirley S. Hardesty 
:14A32A12, i , 

106 Battle_!()_w_n D~rive___________ __ ___ !3e_1!YVille ____ !4 A 3 ! Buck~~~ 
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- - - - ~ - --
- · · -~ · · ~ · ~ '19<f chrismore k<>ad 

32!Thomas Carper, Jr. (:+-419 ()ldWinchf!ster Rd) V'Jhite Post [2.1:J 1 ~ .\f\lhite P()St 
33isue\~ti~e ~ ~ ~ ·~ 3433 Bishop Meade Boyce :22A so •Millwood 
34[KathyPasl<el ~ ~ ·147tfGurd3a.ret Road ~~ ~~ wt1ite Post128A4 ~ ~~~~ h1Vt1ite Post 
35Tsll5an8edtC>rd · ·~~ 653 t<eilneiRoaCi ~ ······ Boyce '30A&i · !VVhltePost ·· 

. 36[Aaron Uyoet .. .. ... 15\~i. t=airrax street ~ ~·~~·~·~ serT)iVilie : 14A 24 11 rsenvvliie • 
3i1<t<:ennett1L.W.i11~~!'1-·--· 226WSintitstreet --~---- ~ serrvvme ~ \14A161i~·reerTY\iliie -
38!Janet Willingham 226 walnut Street Berryville i14A-16T7 iBerrvvt~ 
39ft(ennefh Pruitt~~ 116 Browntown R.o8d BOyea. 122A99 !MillWoOd 
461c~.t·Hardesty, 1\1 ·-· ·~·5797IOidFairta>C Rwy .. ~ BeiTY\IIite. T14A36 ~~~ !MitiWoocf~~ ~ 

' 41 ).i11ChelleAn<1erson 278 Ginns Road ~ ~ · ·~ ~ ~ . . ~~~·· B.oi~ - l?c:) A!~f ~Willie Post ~ 
42TPaulene Abate ~ ~~ 973-6td ctiapef Road ~ Boyce f21 A 46C :Millwood 

r A~!,Mic.ft~~~PJ>_a~~ ~~~· ~~· ~~ ~~ -~~73oiCfct1~~~~}~o~d BOyce )21A46t~~~ !MriiWoC>cf 
·~ ·~ ·~ ~~.·~~~~.. · ~~~ ~ •28 A 1, 

44\ Ralph S. Shiley 307 Chrismore Road Whit~ (=>()~ l2.EJ A ~ ~~~ ~~~ \White Post 
. ~ 4s1MarjHou9ti ~ ~ ~r>:o. sox 39 Boyce 121 A 1A92 ·· lWtilte Posf 
L--.-46 r~.r!~(~t>y_ ------~· -~-~- ~ ·~ · 211 Hld<o,.Y Green I.ane White F>ostT29A 33 ~ ~ 1Wh~ Post 
. 47iEsther L Marshall 25f.sWiftShoals-Road·- ~~-~-·- Boyce !30A69A ___ !Millwood 

: :gi~d'g~itg~tf~t. · ······~1;~t~,~~ .. • :6t:- ]fi11A~9 i~W~tf~, 
693 Bishop Meade Road, 

50/Denise H. Jackson P.O. Box 107 Millwood i30AA89 !Millwood 
5ft<eltt1E.8robsf ·~~·~~··· · ~~~· ~316Reilderson touit Berryville ~H4A 81 11 ~~'Benyvilie 
s2TR:yanc~ Royston · 1344oi<fWind1esfer R.otild .. ~··~~ ·~~~~•· ~~~ :·: [2fA a3c ·Whlte~Posf 
S~fRi~tit~h~R~i~t~or.· ~~~ 13446idW.nCt1ester Roa<i ~ ~~ ~yce t21A83c iWhlte~~Post 
54ilinda Woelfel 379 Page Brook Lane ~ ~ E:lC>Y~ 12f5~~2A ~TWilltePost 
55lborothy Royston ~ ··~ 289 Page Brook Lane . . ~y~ ~. -~ T21A84 ~lY\ft:til~ e<:>~t: 

, s6TJames R Royston ~~~~~ 28~fPage.8rooi<Lane Boyce 12fA84 :White Post : 
.~--57iLeon-ard Woelfel --379-PageBrook: Lane-·-~--~-~ Boyce (21 5 2A iWhite PosC1 

s8]coay Gray ~~ ~·~~ ~·~ 1ovvestst1aronbnve ~ ~ aoyce --T21 A=tss ~ iWhltePost~' 
s9Tcatt1y Woeifel ~··· ·· 379 Page srookiane ~~-~~~Boyce 121K2A ~ T\lvhite Post 
a~<FMaiYE:ilen Nicholas ~ iiQj~cijje~~~r~k{~~ ~·· ~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~Y~ ~ [21 53 ~~· ~ _ __r~:~~f:>~~f , 
6fJamesk. Royston,Ti 499 Page Brook Lane ~~ ~Y~ J?fAa3o :White Post : 

~~~r~tltrt~~9:~=~~ ~ ~ ~ ~· :~8 ~=~i:~t:: ~ ~···~ ~ ~ $Z~~ -~~ ~ !3r>. ~•~::~~f.! 
64 mmothy Longerbeam ~ ~~~ 436 Page Brook Lane ~ ·~~~~ 13<:>Y~ i2f 2A- !VVhrte Posf1 

: 65!NoeiH. Rkf<s ~· ~~·~· · 993 Glnl'lsR.oad ~- Boyce i26_~_21H- 'Wil~e Post~~, 
;--6§L~i-E:}~<:f~ 8oif'·"=~-·=---~~~~ ~ 544 Ginns Road··-~~--~~·--- Boyce :2o A 18A _ iYVtt~~~ J=>()~~;~ ~l 

67 !James w. Lamphier - ~ fiGun BarrefRoad ·~~~~~~ Wt11te-P05t T20.A31 :White Post ' 
asH~ lien Hlci<s- · ~~ · ~ ~ ~ 993 Glnns ~Roacf Boyce 120A 21H ~ TWtlite Post' 
~691Jesslcacain ·~· ~ ·· ~~ ~23i~Gun sarrefR.oa<:t WhitePostT2oA 28 - iWhite Post 

' torMarvl..amplller~~~ ·~~ ~ 11Gun sarreiRoad White Posf12oA~3f :White Post 
, t1T~~Yielrsn,l~f"l ~ 2548 crums~ ct1urCh~Road Berryville ra t 1 ~~~~. if~ussell 

~~]~~~~~~hrtow ~ . ~-~ f~~~2iN~:-§~t~~~~=~ ~~ ~~~··~··~~·~~~~•~·~·~· t~rryvn:yym:·- ·."~~~):2 ~ J~~:=:: ~·~ ' 
~74i/~tt1lonnetly- 291Mittor1Vailey~ ~ senyvllle d4A 19 TMiHwooei 

· 75\aenoetwiler ~-~ ~~f~Js~_ISilopMeaaeRoaa ~~~~~~~ ~- ~~·ac;.yc:e~· ~ '22cf2 iMiiiWoOd 
,_ .. 76'1Stiaron Parrish ~ ---- 114 Page Street ~-~-~-~---BerryVille '14A2 9 5 !Berryville 

~ 77'Usa Rajewski 68 Fa,-,5· Ridge Lane ·~~~~·~~· J:Jc>y~ ~ -)7 A 3 5 42 TWhlte Post 
··~ ·~~~ s24coul'lt1Yciu6 Line, ~ , 

?E3Lt<~~tl'YI'l~§~E:}".~r P.O. Box 156 Millwood i29 2A 'White Post 
79\Janet Ferrell 3i2Ginns~Roacf ~·~ ~Y~ ~~ ~ T2oA 18D iWti~lte Po-sf 
8otsetsyRaidln9 1260GinnsRoad ~·~ ·~~~~ ~<:>Y~ ~ 12oA16s ~!Wt11tefiost 

~ .• ~.8821:.l .. Jlio~htlyn_BeM·.-~Y~~~e~.~.kr~ .. ~K ~~~ ~ ·~·~ · ~~ ~~~ ~~ 1420·G-InnsRoact ~ Boyce i20A16c \iljJ1~ite.Posf 
~~~~·~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~ .. ~ ~_ J1~zrc~fclt=alff~-~ ~ J:Jc>.v.~ ~~~ T21A76A J\IVh~efiost 
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------------- , __________ _ 

83 Bryan Conrad 
84.Mary K. Kirk 

85 • Chip Schutte 
86 !carole lnge 
87;Pam Sprincis· 

88. Cindy Casey 
89 Darlene Shull 

90• Brye~n E Casey 
91.Kathy Morris 
92fSandra Jenkins 

\303 Stone Bridge Road 

1

9322 John Mosby Hwy 
437 Bishop Meade Road, 
P.O. Box 324 
1711 Millwood Road 
97 4 Berry Ferry Road 

2611 Springsbury Road 
P.O. Box 129 

[White Post , 

I
'Boyce . 

Millwood :30 A 42 
!Millwood ,, ~30AA82, 
I White Post 28 A 34 

23A20, 
23A21 

'23A20, 
23A21 
J13A 15 

1 Benyville ] 13 A 15 

White Post 
·MillWood 
Berryville .. 

. Berryville 
•Russell 

···.Russell 
r ''' ' :30A45. 

93. Robert T. Stotler P.O. Box 132 ·Millwood 30 A 45A ,White Post 
94·Sam Stotler P.O. Box 391 )Millwood ,22A 101A Millwood 
95 Carolyn Stotler P.O. Box 391 'Millwood 22 A 101A Millwood 

:~::::~:::: -··-- :~·::-::: -- - -... t~;:::-i~~~~-- r:: :::: 
98iNOtalie Flagg P.O. Box 121 ~~illwood '30A47 ,IMlttePost • 
99'Sarah Jenkins-Morris 741 Triple J Road Berryville -13A 15 'Russell 

100•Marcie Fairbanks 
• 10fMiklos "Nick" Szentirmai 
· 1 o2!Andrea l..igeti · 
'103[Caroline L Roberts 

· 1 04 Mary H. Crawford 
·1o5!Lai.JraDabinett ., 
• 1o6 • Plige A G-roseClose- -- -
• 1 oictirissie Graeber 
: 1 08 ~Reid Graeber 
• 109.8ar1y H. Lewis.,, 
· 11<)' Grace E. Lewis 
• 11 f BarbaraW. Morris 
•· 112ftracy Sturchio 

11 :3'.J.o. Jackson 
11·~VWilliam J. bevers 
115 ·Patricia Ritenour 

. Tf(fArchie LeeRitenour 
• 117-ShelleyDay 
118 ·Robert Day 
119 Shirley W. Grubbs 

120. Kay Russell Hicks 
· 121.Linda Ames 
122. David E. Ames 
123 William D. Grubbs 

- -~ ---- --

124 Brenda Plunkett 
125 'Charles Plunkett 
126 Daniel Mitchell (tenant) 
127. Cathy Butler 
128 Mark Butler 
129 Dorothy Eisenberg 

''' . . :14A 712 

409 Custer Court Berryville :113 . Russell 
370 Rose Airy Lane, P.().Box 286 · 13oyce '29A 18 ·White Post 
P.O. Box 286 Boyce 29A 18 whitePost 
1132 Bordens Spring Road White Post ."29 A 31 ''IVhite Post 
P.O. Box 369 (373 warner : . 
Washington Lane) . . Berryville 9 3 3 Buckmarsh 
4_~8 Jan~'{ille R_()~<!___~ ___________ 1:3-~~ille ___ ~! 2 A 43Q ____ 

0

0!Jhite po~_ 
64 Salem Church Road ·Boyce 20 A 9 White Post · 
276 White Pine Lane Boyce '392 2F VVhite Post 
276 White Pine Lane Boyce 39 2 2F White Post 
f53? Old 'JVillchester Road '' !Boyce 21A 77 V\lh~e P()st 
j537 Old V'JjnchesterRoad Boyce 21 A 77 ,\IVhite Post 

[foat~:~~~~:~~~~:d r~6~~ ·~~~~~32 =~~st 
j
'P.Q.Box 107 [Millwood 
P.O. Box 261 1Boyce .. ' I . 

~~~~H~~~~~~J~- --- -~t~E 
/1415 Ginns Road !Boyce 
j9124 John Mosby Hwy jBoyce 

145 Ginns Road !Boyce 
[475 Ginns Road /Boyce 
!475 Ginns Road fBoyce 
j9124 ~ohn Mosby Hwy !Boyce 
f674 G1nns Road 

1
Boyce 

1574 Ginns Road !Boyce 
/1336 Old Winchester Road :Boyce 
j481 Page Brook Lane 1Boyce 
;481 Page Brook Lane )Boyce 
I 902 Old Winchesetr Road 1 Boyce 

20 A 43 White Post ----~-20 A-43- ~ - --~- -~-whlte"PoSi ___ _ 
20 A 15 White Post 
.20A 15 .White Post 
20 A 41 White Post 
20A23, 
20A21B 
.20A 21C 
20A21C 
20A41 
20A 19 
20A 19 
21 A81 
21 55 
21 55 
21 A86A 

White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
.White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
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· 130'Suzanne Boag .. 204 Hermitage Blvd Berryville f14A f3311~ :f:3enyville 
131 DouglasBoag 2o4 Hermitage Blvd Berryville ;14A83113 ;B~rryviUe _ 

· 13iPatricia Stanton 300 Dunlop [)rive Berryville i14A 8123 _Millwood 
• 133rDonald Stanton 300 Du111op Drive.. ·· ··_ Berryville· 114A 8123 MillWoOd ·_ 

Jiit~i£~~M~;an_ l~;B~~iiis::anHane f;t; ~~!*s ,;:;iJ 
137iBianca Vandervoort 4157 Calmes Neck Lane . _/Bo_Y_ce __ ,_311- 44 ;M_ illw. o_ ~-... 
138'Mary Chamber1ayne 3113 Calmes Neck Lane Boyce .311 23 Millwood 

· 139 Ramona DelaFe 455Triple J Road fl3erryville i7 A 61A ·_RI.Js&eu 
. 140.-Mischele way 425 Chapel Lane_ Boyce 22116 Millwood 
· 141[Joan Cameron 541 Paris Heights Lane Pans '40A 33 _ _ ;Millwood 
•_ 142 :Anne Bever1ey Kerr 12

2
_
0
79

1
_ ·
4
WhM __ -_·1.i1tlw~_oodPostR_ R0oaadd,---P-___ 

0 
___ .- B---ox __ 

2
_
54 

___ -_-_ WhM---.-.,.
1
-lwite

0 
.. odPost ·_._:2

30
8 AAM 4

2
0
7 
.. ___ · · ._-WhM·---·--.;·1_-_Iw_~e0_-__ odP~st 

. 143[f>atrici~ J. Flynn . 
, 144;Caro1Fiues __ · j406Pyletown Road ---_-_··-_ __ $oy~ - [21A2( [\J\Ihit~ Post ; 
__ 1:4t)L~mm~_L. _fjill__ _ __ _ __ _ _ F_?~_QI~_YVi_r1q,~~~~r.J~Q~(;i ______ I:,J2Yce ___ ~_Q_~~-----White Po~L . 
. 146.Eiizabeth E. Hill f1776 Old V'Jjnchester Road Boyce 20A6 _White Post ' 
•147ieslieMcLean 241Burch Lane Boyce .30 1 2 White Post 
148'William P. Mclean, Jr. 1241 Burch Lane · Boyce i30 1 2 v.JtlitE) P()St 

. 149,Eiissa I. Goshen 644 Lime Man Lane Millwood 22A 1228 Millwood 
150il...ionelchisholm · 3616 Millw()()(j Road, P.o. Box 246 Millwood -- i3oA 19 ·- ·Wh~e Post , 

• 151 Andre Howells 633 Shenandoah River Lane Front Royal 37 A 13 26 'White Post 
• 152 .Arm Chisholm ~16 Mill\vood Road, P.o. Box 246 MillWoOd '3o A 19 -- · white Post 
· 153[KathyCia.rk- 787 Calmes Neck Lane Boyce '3fA 8A 'Millwood 

I ~rs-:~:~~~;:~~~-- ------ --~-~~~~~t~~;dRoad --~~m_;_ t~;~~A -~ f&~tt~rSh--~ 
• 156 Carol J. Myers 232 Bradford Drive f3oyce 21 A 5125 ;White Post · 
· 157'bennis Uttei-back 232 Bradford Drive Boyce .21 A 5125 White Post 
• 158)CaryH. Embury·· 20~5. Bishop Meade Road Boyce '22A 102 Millwood 
159'Kathleen Knepp 1651 ChillyHoUow Road Berl-yville .24A39A rsi.Jckmarstt 
160[Susanpellinger · 11651 ¢hilly J-ioii()~Road Bel"fYville - '24A. 39A jl3uckrJ1arsh __ · 

.l~J[~~~ ~~~~~ge . . ~~~3s~~~7~:~~LoS:cr . ~~;~ont ·~~ ~ ~~F l~citk;~:~ . 
· 163:E. H. Van Wycks 2953 PyletOYIJl Road B~yce 12A21 White Post 
J .. ~iCarol ~-~-'l~_r:ly __________ 129 ~~!M~in Street Boyce 21 A 1A2 White Post . 
· 165•Hannah Smith soo Lakeville Lane Boyce-- •3o.A 66A •White Post-· 
16E:JiJennifer Hearn 17001dTuley La11e Boyce '·· 
167.Juliet Mackay-Smith 199 Sugar Hill Road White Post ·36A9 ·White Post 
168.Ruth Szechenyi 2535 Pyletown Road Boyce '21 A 1 White Post 
169 Matthew Szechenyi 2535Pyletown Road fBoyce '21 A 1 White Post 

~ 170 'Katherine Brown 2822 Pyletown Road 113oyee •12 A 228 · White Post 
171 .Peggy Duvall [912 White Post Road lwhite Post ;·28 A 56D .White Post 

,P.O. Box 500, • 
. 172 .Thomas C. Mulry, Jr. /1029 Page Brook Lane 'Boyce • 21 A 2 ·White Post 
173 W. J. C. Dunning tP.O. Box 114, 52 Throwleigh Lane ~Boyce _ 21 A 38 White Post 

,-~~;:::~~~~~:~:!~;~- · -~~-:~~ ~t:::~=~-:~=~------ -- ···· - r~~t:-----~-~ ~;!· -~~~=-:~:: 
176 W.N. Dunning fs2 Throwleigh Lane !Boyce 21 A 38 White Post 
177Daphne S. Dunning f52 Throwleigh Lane !Boyce 21 A 38 White Post 
178 N.B.B. "Buster'' Dunning j195 Throwleigh Lane /Boyce 21 A38 White Post 
179Eric Blankenship [2092 Old Winchester Road [Boyce 20A 7 White Post 
180 • Jerry A Henke 1 1969 Old Winchester Road JBoyce 20 A 16A White Post 
181 Harry "Bunny" Benham, Ill ;2113 Pyletown Road :Boyce 21 A 1 White Post 
182 Jeremy Baker !917 Old Winchester Road iBoyce .21 A 78B White Post March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 63 of 174



• 18:ftimothy Tyler l219761d Chapel Road Boyce 22 A 64 Millwood 
·184,Ralph R. Shaffer, 111 2197 OldChapel Road Boyce 22A64 Millwood 
• 185: Daniel L. Detwiler, Ill 340 Briggs Roc:u'J . ·· 1 Berryy~lle .22 A 43 M~ll\y()od 
· 18a'cynthia M. Detwiler 340 Briggs Road... jBerryv1lle ,22A43 ,Millwood 
· 18iJaymes Detwiler 340 Briggs Roacj . . . . ... fBerryville 22 A 43 ~Mill\yood .. • 

.188 'cormJel"~Ler -----·-~· __ -~· . 21~_7-OI~_C2ha~!~oa~t- ·-~-~---~;~.c>Y.~ __ -~?2 A 64~-· ,Millwoo_<! -~ 
· 189;1rene (3. Tinsman 2091 Old Chapel Road .. Boyce ~22A68 :Millwo9<1 · 
· 190'TylerCoppage 2165 Old Chapel Road . Boyce ;22A65 Millwood 
191 'Johnetta Pruitt [110 Browntown Road. .. 1Boyce .22A 99 ,Millwood • 
192'Todd Ellis 1077 Ginns Road, P.O. 115 Boyce 20A21 VVhite Post 
193[Stephanit)EIIi~ . 107fGir'lns Roa<:t •.. f'.Cl115 Boyce 20}\ 21 'M'!ite Post 

.· 194.f~ebekah Wiedower 9800 JohnMosby t-lwy .. .. tBoyce .. .20A21E .Wtl~e. post 
• 195;JimWiedower 

1
9aOo JohnMosbyHwy . . .Boyce .20A 21E :VVhite Post 

.. ·.·. ~Origh1al p«ttition signers: submitted@ ~o"emb8r 1, 2013 .. ....... j .. ... ... ... . ......... l... ........... . . 
• 196 Teresa Miller . 1430 ()ld 'JVjnchester Road Boyce .21 A a2 . \Nhite f>ost . 

• 199 ·Catherine McConville 

• 200. Roderick DeArment 

29A 18D, 
260 Rose Airy Lane, P.O. Box 314 jBoyce i29 A 18J VVhite Post 

202 7, 
409 Bellevue Lane Boyce .21 A 79B .VVhite Post 

.. .. . .. '202 7, 

:201 AnnMarie DeArment 409 Bellevue Lane :21A 798 VVhite Post 
: 2oibanielle bollohiJe 165 Bellevue Lane 21 A 79C 'V\Ihhe Post 
:203 EricKeene .. i73 Old Wil1ct1esterRoad. Boyce .. 21 A 7a White Post · 

~E,E~~~!~~~~. --· ··l~~~b~~=;~~~ -- IE~E I~J~3A- :E;~~; 
• 207]Celeste b. Borel 692 Old WillchesterRoad !Boyce '2fA86 ... ·· VVhite Post 
·2oaiTeresa Baker 917 Old Winchester Road · Boyce '21A ?as VVhite Post 
209.Scott Baker 917 Old Winchester Road Boyce '21 A 78B ·· V\ltl~~Post 
21 0 LRick Senyitl<e> 918 ~()rning St(ir Lane 

1
B()yce 20 2 13 VVhite Post 

211 Kathi Colen Peck 196 Bellevue Lane 'Boyce 21 A 79 'White Post 
• 212'GregoryPeck 196 Bellevue Lane Boyce 21 A 79 VVhite Post 
. 213:Eric Li~ser f5a9Bellevue Lane Boyce .20 2 8 ·VVhite Post 
.~J:'!_~~a ~~~~~.!~-------·-Wag Bell~~ue ~an~----------- B~y~ ...... 20 2_8 .VVhite Po~!_ 
· 215 D1ane Seny1tko 91a Mornmg Star Lane Boyce .20 2 13 VVhite Post 
• 216 Peter Jones . . 735 Morning Star Lane Boyce '20 2 1 'VVhite Post 
217Susan R. Molden 1 Morning Star Lane 

1
Boyce ~20 2 6 VVhite Post 

21a.Timothy W. Harmon '1 Morning Star Lane [Boyce .20 2 6 VVhite Post 
• 219 Ronald N. Light 146 Morning Star Lane j Boyce .20 2 5 VVhite Post 
. 220 Elizabeth A. Light 146 Morning Star Lane fBoyce .20 2 5 VVhite Post 
221 Terence M. Donohue ,165 Bellevue Lane 1Boyce 21 A 79C VVhite Post 

· 22iSharon P. Young [923 Old Winchester Road [Boyce .21 A 78A ·White Post 
223 Alan Young i923 Old Winchester Road jBoyce 21 A 7aA .VVhite Post 
224 George M. "Matt" Hoff 1218 GinnsRoad Boyce 20A 18F ·VVhite Post •... ·-.~........ ....... ---- . ..... ... . . . . . i . - ...... . ........ ··- . ... ~~--................... - ........ ~-···-- ~ ............ . 

1 1 21 A 80, 
225 Elizabeth H. Sell 

226 Robert G. Sell 
227 Robert E. Yanniello 
22a Carol Yanniello 
229 ·Susan Harrison 
230. Michael Harrison 

I ' 

'1321 Old Winchester Road ·Boyce 20 A 18 

1321 Old Winchester Road 
f 1308 Old Winchester Road 
: 130a Old Winchester Road 
i 1437 Old Winchester Road 
11437 Old Winchester Road 

I 21 ABO, 

1
Boyce 20 A 1a 
;Boyce 21 A a3A 
/Boyce 21 A 83A 
!Boyce 20A 18 
il3oyce 20A 18 

White Post 

White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
White Post 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name Dona/J h//!_ L/ q h?~/ 
Signature Jtkcz-MJcci ~ ~(;£~~ 
Address L 0 f. L) Mo Y n t'vlj ~ iftv Ut M' 

bo\jl£ , VA 2 2(pl-O 

Tax Map ID # '-0 Z Y 

Name __________________________________ _ 

Signature ____________________________ __ 

Address ____________________________ __ 

Tax MID# _____________ _ 

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature ____________________________ __ 

Address ____________________________ ___ 

Tax MID# ____________ _ 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 65 of 174



ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name rn At\( I< ~m 4 R- I 

Signature 4 ~ 
Address 2o8 ~ ~ 

~~A n<;w 

Name __ ~~~~~~~~·~~~~~ 

Signature _...,...,A_.:..~_...W~J..::..;flJ~/t_;_~___.,::--Jo::;..=+----
7 I 

Address ---4L--3...::;_g I;...._S~p~( ..;__\ ~~· r~) b,.L.Uii----ir y~Q~J~, .--
Dl/ r 1vtl (,1 

1 
\LA ? ?lo {( 

TaxMID# _____________ \~ __ A~&~1~6--

Name J?Av) 0 rn .)(WAS 

Signature~~ 
Address ~3) Sf! 1 r·1 'S~ v 0) {b) 

Q,Nl '1 I(L, l!fl 1} b! I 
Tax M ID# I i f\ (p 1 b 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name __________________________________ _ 

Signature ____________________________ __ 

Address ____________________________ ___ 

T~MID# ________________________ _ 

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature ____________________________ __ 

Address ____________________________ ___ 

T~ MID#--------------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near 
the proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential 
to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Tax Map ID #_2_q--'----'A~-""?--__,\'---------

Name ---'"~~b~'-=-LJ-~-----=(C~cflv--"'---"'=----
Signature -~---"--=--7"',~'--:;.,__.,\:lf)....,....t---\,..,~""'"------
Address --'1~~ ---+~-=.l:..............C;r;~#o---i--V-=-:-. __ 

,--. , 'l ~c:1 , v.A- l..cG l-( fo 
Tax MID# -zq A 'L\ 

Name ___________________________ _ 

Signature ___________________________ ___ 

Address _________________________ __ 

Tax MID#---------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name BJ1Zx~ BD/1/1-Ll 

Signature ~-~ 
Address 2737 ,Sf;ZI~(:)(J0z/l7 j?o~!l 

E3Efl{!{V/~Li?'/ 111- 2261 I 
Tax M ID# 1- ~ 1\ l-l 

Name ______________________ __ 

Signature--------------------

Address----------------------

T~MID# ____________________ __ 

Name _____________________ __ 

Signature ______________ __ 
Address ___________ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name b-1\ c.}\c:.tL\ (c;-;:-..;,"1 

Signature {k ) ::P ~=-----=:::----.. 

Tax MID# \ L-\ A 5~ 1\ 

7 '( 

Tax MID# I '1 f\ SZ A 

Name -----'-fJ~",rJc~-~Cz~¥r-----
Signature --tp'l-£-==-~--&=---?~~,...,::::_. ____ _ 

Tax M ID# ·tA ~ \ L\ f\ \ F\ 3 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax MID# 1-; A 15 

Name Chad WtJev 

Signature ~ * 
Address ·1 Jr ~ L (Z d 

!k-ryv; tt2, VA z-2-.0\\ 
Tax M ID# r ?:z A IS 

Name Coby Wik¥ 
Signature C~ w;ft: 
Address JY f Tcipk, J Qd 

Bzccyv~le, VA. 2Zio\l 

Tax M ID# \ ? A \ S 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name Cba. d tJloxYis 

Signature ;~ 
Address 14 J Triple T \~d (JJst K,,d:£/n' Farm) 

firryWle : Vft ClXJLLI 
Tax M ID# \3 A \ S 

Name 7-0.c k Mocc\ S 

Signature~ ~ 
Address ]4 I [p'ole --:£ )?.d lJUst t(diln' \=Ct¥Wt) 

I 

6etn1\AIJ~ l\JYf~ll 

Tax MID# \3 A IS 

Name Ail~ £ J cl>duiJh 

Signature .7~ ,Ji;;;;Jo 
Address ( t"$\ \a Lcrn:-1. 'tG"i \-o.,¥' tb."~h/ 

I 

~~d\\\£ \ \)& FUo l \ 

Tax MID# \Lj b \1.-
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Address d.. { S3 

'15; 0 't CR. I 

TaxMapiD# ____ ~aZ~·~n~ft~l~b'----------

Name __________________________________ _ 

Signature----------------

Address __________________________ _ 

Tax MID#-------------

Name _________________ _ 

Signature _____________________ _ 

Address ___________________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------
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Name 

ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address '00 p; ~1-/) ~ 
/fi?L-WVV4 vf/ 2-2-b 4 b 

Tax MID# P<.Cj '3 3 

Name ____________________ __ 

Signature--------------------

Address _____________ _ 

Tax MID# ___________ __ 

Name ___________________ __ 

Signature----------------

Address --------------------

Tax MID#------------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Tax Map ID # ·-z_o A 3 q 

N arne --=-U_u-,..h_f\_W_. _Fr.:...._(__,(-e::;:__.:::__s ---

Signature --+~~b:::::__.L..Jt:...__· ~~,c..-...L.!:::!::::.!::::::3t:::::__ __ _ 

Tax MID# 20 A 3c1 

Name t/ /J ~ 
Signature flnnc. ]). Brru ley 
Address K%f JOha Yesby 1/w/ 

f3t7fei ~. JJ(p~t:J 

Tax M ID# 20 A 3C:) 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. ) 

G--eovq.P M. ( f\1 a:l-+ 

Name~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Signature -L;:...c-::.c..::..;::::;;po-'--'~~~--.:..,..L---tL..L.....::...j/--

Address '27B ht'NrJ? 

, .'13:i;e Vc. L z r; 2 6 

,T'"ciX"Map ID # ____________ _ 

Tax M ID# _2__.S<--L.I\......--.S ....... A~-------
(\ 

J 

N arne -+--"'~c.=,_ _ _;:;_::.....:._.:e=--+...._:--~~~}-~_c.___ Y\ D ~ 
~~~~d_ Signatur 

Address 70 c;~ =-xs~\''{'(2_\ :-R~ ' 
Wb~+~ )1~-\:. VA- cX~bLo :S 

7 

Tax MID# _'L_.~_A_S_A ______ _ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name JnhJ{iS J-.boa d 
l 

Signature~, ~ ... 
Address ~ 6 ,0c X Lj ") '::> 

p vLj~ <:". ~ ? ?& 2-U 

Tax Map ID # ____________ _ 

Tax M ID# 2 ~ A I ?:7 1 2. ~ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name $r/e-7 5' d,&/e-,:;7:_c.r 
/ 

Signature ~r{'d~ 2'¥ 
Address /? ~ .~4~~ ~ 

-~__£?/ ~ eRe?~// 
Tax M ID# l Y A 3?- 1\ l L 

Tax MID# ly (\ ~2 Ps 12-

Name G£flf'J'F (}, Jc VI 

Signature .~ v!:J~' 
Address £ d, 15 f J( .~ f ( 

t3crV'VvJ)/e t/J1 :221// 
7 7 

Tax M ID# '2 j f\ '3 2 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address _./._j/ ;)d_~:.,........-.r.D=--____t_;_· -=-.e_.~.-.:.fo::.....:::w~A.::._[J~--~, _ 

3R..Nvyid (/-c I /Jt}-)J/p f/ 
Tax M ID# ---'-1 Lf_.___._A-'--1""'-'7....._.A_,_L-fJ__:::_:_ ____ _ 

Tax M ID# _1--_,._3 _l.c__S"""'---------

Name ~\A~ [: W\t ~ +(L 
Signature 6ll.Q_ ~ lX'-L~ 
Address ·s ~ 33 l3 c <S h 0¥2 V\'L r;:..J+ol ~ 

Tt:il\ CU\ t F .1'l+' (Vl-t/v 0 ? 
21 {\ 30( 

Lf10 Old L!JlVld'lfJftr f2u{ 

f2Je'l(.f, vA Z2{pzv 

~'iuz-- \)A G ?.)p_ --z.D 

Tax M ID# ·2 7.- A So 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax M ID# _2..:;___..:_7; -=-A_y_.__ _____ _ 

Tax MID# ~0 A tpO 

Tax M 10# I Y A LY I\ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name ~noLTA L, t.,}t fi!I'V'.fj bAtr\. 

Signa~~-..14 .~ t..L~~ 
Address cQ i2 (:. t.J~ .e.., ... ;f 41 

I 

UDy 

Tax MID# )L-\ A li12 IJ 

Nam~W~ 
Signature------------

Tax M ID# I Y /3 10 ll 

Name x!t_ti>i<>t! -rd ~1-<tTT 
Signature L-r;L (3~ 
Address I /D 6 /4~~ K J 

Poyu ,) Jl.- :2 z.-~ z~~ 

Tax M ID# 2 1__ A q Cj 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name C ~r ;ti-;Mt?JZsr,y ~ 

Signature C?Y. ~~ 
Address 57 q 7 L-o !< 11 f#! ~rA><. H Y 

t]p/?1<. VY/Z-LJE V4 
7 

Tax M ID# I Y A &b 

Name {fl ~~~cd(~ScJ/1 
Signature --:tJ1 a.t:
Address :2 I ~/ G: ( "Vl c:> fie/ 

Bo t;t ~ 1 VA' ~9-1) 

Tax M ID# lo A I ~ f-

Name ~rb~ 
Signature__:j)j;;;~ 
Address __________ _ 

Tax MID#----------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax M ID# 7- \ A Y (p C-

Address 1J/ J 

Tax M ID# i. \ A Y !R ( 

Signature -'--~~~..::..,;:...;....::...;;;;_-.:...:...L..:::....::.J...+--

Address 3 0 r (7 /1 / ,· 5 111 r r~· -- _-/ 

( r) !1,· ( r /Pt 1 ~ /) 1/ 11 C: !r "3 

TaxMID# '2~ A l1 2<6 A 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address _ ____.l[_/!_.;,::.rJ...J_h-=-o__.Xr-.._5~Cf ___ _ 

&p VA- . ,;v..ro ~ o 

Tax M ID# -'2 I A l A OJ 2--

Name f)reMf r;fr y 

Signature·~~
Address 7 7 ( HtcKt>l\t br-e-ew (4/t..p 

t 

~;ir- &5~ L! A 2 zr c J 

TaxMID# 10\ A 33 

Name L~x.~ 
I 

Signature ,~:e-~ 
Address .25! .~,J~ !(d. 

~,. v~. z 2.. "·.1.. o 

Tax MID# jo A C)ti A 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name #U;:id:dM·r <D- i,Ll~ S 

Signature j/?/;ec,"'"P"'< c,- /c.~£""'.-' 

Address J v ·7 v 7(.4L4-L+ .. @~~&<~~/{__ 
--7::? / 
/d~~£:<. p--z/C:?-zo 

Tax M ID# 2a. 7----

N arne ~;?) J"' ' } C ffl I -1 ill'l. 

~f)~~ 
Signature /~ ~ ~ 

Address (/ ] Lv ( ( L 5 c r',A + s+ . 

13 ~'> yc c- • VA 22(:, 2 o 
:> 

TaxM ID# 2-\ A I A ~CJ 

. ) 

Signature J ' t ·, L ~· , . 

Address ~"S - ~f) 
Q-b. aox I b I IU//1~ ;feu ~~~ 

Tax M 10# 3o A A <l:J 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name K'e ('f/1 £ gr<ob s T 

Signature ~/~ 
Address J fC;; ff'f'vrcf ("'/t'_-SO A/ IT, 

/] F ;t:'/fy {_/t' / lr- ( {/A 7__ 2._ b I ( 
7 

Tax M ID# 1 L1 A <,3 l I I 

Name ______________________ __ 

Signature------------

Address-------------

Tax MID#------------

Name _________________ __ 

Signature-------------

Address---------------

Tax MID#-----------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

TaxMapiD# ___ 2 __ 1_A~~~~3~(~,------~---

Tax M ID# '2\ A ~ 3 C 

Name .!.._ ;, () da_ u.--Jt1e If eJ 

Signature~~'- LJ ~ 
Address3 7ct IJCVc;£ ~~ 

cn~u·'f\· A~~~o 

Tax MID# '2-\ S 2-A 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name v!Jo'";f6~y :<oy-Sc/-OAJ 

Signature ~/~ ;/./. ):2~ 
Address c?-/'? 2.>9) J ~·~ /"ct.J/C-/-79~ 

c§o~c~ ~· 22C:,;20 

Tax MID# 2-1 A '34 

Signature -#--____::~_...f__ _ _.:.::.:._.=..._ __ 

? t?Cf p· · r . ~r-· 
Address 'd c I a (l t V) r (.;IV I ' 

/ley~ VA 
I 

Tax M ID# 2\ A <6 4 

Tax M ID# L-i S LA 

LA/ 

:JJ0:<o 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

TaxMID# 21 A ISS 

Name(\~ \,CQ-e\.£g__Q 

Signature ~&' lcl>N> ~ 9. 
() -== 

Address 3:1 CJ ~~% Lco.-el'l ~. 

~ S-L \ )e~ 'd,d~~tJ 

Tax MID# 2\ c.; 2-A 

Name /JJarJ £-=(kvJ r{,·c__h D / ~:; 
Signatur~ f!/feu.< $~ 
Addressqot f13e. /3('ooJ< Lh 

Goyc.e
1 

VA: /J',~b 2--D 

Tax M ID# 1-. I 5 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near 
the proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential 
to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Address __ ~~~~~~~------~,(~~~~·---
.,:2,2.~2 0 

Tax Map lD # L I A g 'b D 

S~amet y;e!tit!:: ~ L, 
tgna ure • ~IJ7#f.......__ 

Address l.jqq {J~ J3rt%L L.a.-tuz_ 

?!:»vee, v't)_ z -z (p2_{) 

TaxMID# __ 2~1~A~¥~3~D~---------

TaxMID# ___ ~~\_l=-~A+--------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Signat·~~~~~~~~~.1:.:.~~::::_:~ 

Address L/30 f::t.JL 13,.,-oo [. ~ 
-=ts"'r -e v /t ,__ tJ_j/!£) 

Tax M ID# 7-1 2 A 

Name ____________________ __ 

Signature---------------------

Address _______________ _ 

Tax MID# ______________ _ 

Name _____________ __ 

Signature _______________ _ 

Address ____________ ___ 

TaxMID# _____________ __ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near 
the proposed operation, we helieve it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential 
to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Signature 

Address 

J>cd ~ L \/a~ 
Tax Map ID # 2,0 A 1--\ \-\ 

TaxMID#~~~o--~~--\-~-~-----------

,~1 h~~-:_ 
Namevv&--- W . 1 

Lj/ J ~~" 
Signature~ ~ ~v\.._ 

Address 17 6 U tV b 2 -rre.._ { 

w· hI rt_ P'cs-f U2 L -z (;, c; -s 
Tax MID# 1-0 A?\ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near 
the proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential 
to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name ____ ~_._l __ L~~-'--~~~-~-~-~~---
Signature ----~"--t:~:---\:-+''{1-.:---· ~·\\,...__f C....;__~ (!,. __ 

Address __ c_.crc_._t?'-_)--=-(7,_1'-?-S_N_\_.::-_:::>_.:_i?_c-_A_b __ 

'B~l[CE:, VA 22~1\ 

Tax Map 10 # l-0 A '2---\ \-\ 

Name ~~Cfuuv ... 
Signa~~~ v{,d : 
Address d31 .£:)U1} Brc/7./u.J2 /U 

L1J h 1l=uL~~ \.)1\ dJ/p(/J..3 

Tax M ID# 1-0 6 'Jr.~ 

Name 'fV1a.'rj bat{llf(,;l e£ 

Signature "~L~a .1•a B-.~-yaC~ 
Address I ) {;, (JJY\. (2Ccr r e I v-..J (} 

L~) 0/v~ nst) y ;4 2Z ~3 

Tax MID# 1--0 A '?\ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name __ L-__ .6_1_v_/_e_L __ r~ ___ s_·~--~-··_rif_· __ __ 

Signature ~o?4(' r;£;~ 
Address 2 ::r· j t' &z/"'~~~ d~--::=:V /?..(, 

13 yvv<;j::-"AY-CJ 

Tax M ID# ___.q.___J..__._\ --------

• 

Address 63 6 C )!.)j lA/15 CJ±: \J fZc# ~~jD 

1St!:Rf<-jvt~L riA\ :2~Gil 

Tax MID# l A \\}... 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

I 

Tax M ID# l '1 1\ l q 

Name~ I" ~r -~ -

Signature ~3 ~~ 
Address /&1/6 73:.;¥ /Y],ea~ R/ 

~ yc; t//1 r::::;;;;>~O)O 

Tax M ID# 12J:, L £, 

Name ___________________ __ 

Signature-----------------

Address--------------

Tax MID#------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name :3/hftrl!h ?w,uz: s l_, 

Signature }; '-a,k1c-- /{LteJ ~ 
Address I I tf failP ~+ i 

D 

B?t:~vl) 1~ l VA · :; /-0! r 

Signature 4-1-+--, __;;L:...__ _ __.l-;::;..::_+-f-f.::..,W_'-=,S~_r __ 

Address & £ 4a v nl~ 121 d~ LA . 

P20rp, \Ill ~Wo 
Tax M ID# 11 P.. ?> l) L-\1. 

Name _______________ __ 

Signature __________ _ 

Address--------------

Tax MID# _________ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name 1<~ St-~ 
Signature ~:!:)~ 
Address fZ) 12::>cr-y__ l:S lo 1 s-21 Cou(\i"Ytq Clu~ 'la_IJ\e, 

('(\ \ \ t woocl , \1¥\ ;).d1_o L{ 6 

T4X M 19# ___ c2_1___;)..:..___A-_:__ ___ _ 

Name -------------------------

Signature---------------

Address----------------

Tax MID# __________ _ 

Name ___________________ __ 

Signature------------------

Address------------------

Tax MID#------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name ~n ef- .r;:=:-h=C:: l/ 

Signature ft:d:::.;_ ~/.£. 
Address Gi.J 6nn.s /(b ~'fc.R.c kb. .JJ~:J6 

Tax M ID# Z.o A \ & D 

Tax M ID# 2-D A 16 B 

Address __ I f....:;_-.z__o__;(;::..:::.._K._:._I(S---=-fc_?J._. __ _ 

};~1(_e) V4 t2.2b~D 

Tax MID# 2.0 A \te C... 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Tax Map ID # 2 I A 7 h A 

Name 'j2,y?cr-- Crnr-c:J 
Signature =J<'" /j ~< J 
Address 3o:S S~lr:dc1 e J?e/ 

tA )Jv ,/y 71d Vc1-- ~.:Jt£J 
/ 

Tax MID#--------------

Name ~/4~/ J-:.#~~) 
Signature~ /J:h~/7 .Jd,~ 
Address:1:22 zc;)?~-n m~~~/J_rc;, 

,e;;nr/ utt . ::2- -,_ (- 2LJ 

Tax MID#-------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name C/ )) (j6~1A 
Signature _ _ ~ 
Address foP K ;3S?t{J 457 8; C:: k'J 

102/! ~v .. - I J Vct <<61/ 
Tax M ID# 3 0 A Y 2-

Tax M ID# 3 0 A A ;3 1-

Name _______________ _ 

Signature _________ _ 

Address _________ _ 

Tax MID#----------

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 100 of 174



ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax MID# 1. <6 [\ ~L{ 

Name Ci~Jy Ct~se (J 

Signature C;.ca .. ~ L.;...?zr 
Address c2vJ' _sf'"),iY.tu~'v IL.{ 

6 lf1Jvl//p I Ufi d-d-C. I I 

Tax MID# -z; A 2-D, 23 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Signature -'---~"--_.;;;__----r"?'---

Address Z 0 / f Jf I' 0-;!J h v '>? r/...J 
a e-N 'y v ·'de V fl= 0'L (( ( 

/ 

Tax M ID# _2_3_A __ 2 ...;::_0-+-1 _l=:-2...:;....__ ___ _ 

Name~ 
Signature ~.:1~ /Y{_yY"~ 
Address ]lf l lv~ p4_ ::C 

r2::tfl~1v, ·u(2_, vPL ~cl_4 v 
Tax MID# ) 2 A IS 

Address /LJ I Til~e -s \?d 

&tf\.4\K\\~, ~'f\ ci~(S) u 
Tax M ID# l2 A IS 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Address 
{0. uA ()~ 

!1/it '10;))1) ~ tA _ Z t tJ! I 
Tax Map ID # :J 0 A Y S , ?:JD 

Name&Am SAo-Yft;? 

Signature -:-4d0n...f,..l-..---'--'-"~"-""--· ----=------

Address? D. J3 0'Y= 3 7 I 
,f!Z, L&u ~I '{,It .;;>.-.2-Y Y(.. 

Tax MID# 2 2 1\ \ 0 I A 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

----LJV}____!___l__/...;~-~-/ ~w~Oa:J.L::::i---+-=-~21.......2:2~& v b 
TaxMapiD# 3o A Yl 

Tax M ID# 3 o A 4 S 1 30 

Signature ---1-:l-44"--oAOLl~-_,_,f--...1.~-1-+---

Address? ()\ box 
1\,~ { '\ v~ ()\jd 
~o A 41 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name [\ea,¥\4 v: Vv'<{,lG h. 
Signature ~ U-&vL 

Address \ ~ 3 0 () Ll VJ~ n'"" e s ·h~x: \OJ. 

~6f~ VA ;l:l--c;W 

Tax MID#-----------

Name SQ;{et\r\ s.~entlY1~ ~ Mo(r~.S 

Signatur6.kJ1- -llJL-.;-
Address -pjJ :Cr\ P le :S tzd 

Bem; u\)\eq VB ;QlQ \\ 

Tax M ID# ·1 ; A \ S 

\t · cr- /] L 
Signature -4---llii~A ~C!'"""'.A~··{=.~~.{.'--:--"' 4:+-.~...:!:;tL::l.;;;1A~l~1c;f3.~. 1·"""-:l.: v::._·-"'.L_, __ 

Address __ t~l t,;_F+-1 -~..f-lo.' i .:L,Jl\L.:..:-f y~rt c_· ___:,(~~.~!..__·/ ""-' ___ _ 

1?7 [ nL·l u ( tte ( ~.'"( . .:) ,;} & {I 
ly A 112 1\ 

( rvun DY) 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name~~ U.kh 

Signature~~· w~ 

Address I ~?o o/d U·«"J chtll;o3 kr:- !?d. 

l'5-~ C<::: t/4 ::2._ 2..6 2 6 

Tax Map ID # ____________ _ 

Name _____________________ _ 

Signature ______________ _ 

Adkess ________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------

Name ___________________ _ 

Signature _______________ __ 

Address -----------------------------------

~ IV1Dv) 
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CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

J 
Name tJ I K LOS (~JC k J .S i:E~Jri RJ1fr) 

\,~- //[ ~ __ + 

Signature----+-------'">----------

Address -p 0 . :BoX jgC, (Pzo Roq c 1r I R y WTN s'; 
,...._ __ 

l)oYc£ 
1 

Vfr 21G2o 

TaxMID# 2q A l~ 

/ .. ·· .. ·'~ 

b .'. I).· -
Address _L-L.-.·_s.-"-c;"-;/_f>_.::>-=~-'-'l_.....c..·L_. ,.;.L\' _,_( -"'-, ________ _ 

Tax MID# 2q A 1<6 

Name ------------------------

Signature ___________________ _ 

Address ------------------------

Tax MID# ---------------------
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c)_t(,k;r;_rx_J (!{~ ~ f-tin~tion letter 3 

# November, 1 2013 

Signature v 

Address //3J. ]orc/en.J 4ilf79 fJJ. 
lJ..)h~fe_ PrM~ VB= Jdbb] 

Tax Map ID# 1-q A 3 { 

Name /1 (}rf <; /1 C' ;(Avfo£.j) 

Signature ltV) ./1 ~j 
Address f 0. ljif S~ 9 - J7J 

o?::xu-1/';v)t,. \;;+- zzr, (j 

Tax Map ID# _q_,___,3'--"3"'---------

Name L CA V'\["' o--- =no.. S, I'"'JL \. t-
Signature J=~o.-- N- ~'>-~~ 
Address Lf f.o X TO:v----R.N\. \ '--sL <2-oJ.--

£ .tC r'{ \f dj e..- \]<A """"2--?.- ~ \_ \ 

Tax Map ID# I 2- A Lib D 

Name?~ Q Gos:e_cfox__ 
Signature VA±E- A-. ~edCJ~ 
Address !?~ ~\e 0'\ OvvcH eo. 

-¥~Ck'. UA 22b2-0 

Tax Map ID# __ ol=-=-0--A_-_Cl __ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax M ID# __ 3"""'-q_.__-=l__:::;2'-'-(' ______ _ 

Name ___ K~~~e~;-~r~~(~~~c~-re~:b~ce~C--------------
Signature ____...~.LJ-~~ ..... ·.~.s...~ :-=;;::_"_.....·:-4~.t-/ ~-j.....,./:;__··-=--===~----

Tax M ID# 3 q 2 2F 

/' ~/l/-;--;> . } ~'7 ~- ·'::::?~ /7 Signature L.--:t?fYLf cCJ 1v LJV-=1 .::< 1 _:rc I .._ 

·") ~ / I I . ..L:: • ::::Y~ V1
r- . 

Address ~-- 1 l:? \c1/ t~~- r ~l L '---' t{ 1\J[--
B c)yci· v;q ?~2(; z_c/ 

TaxMID# __________________ _ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

N:~lecv0_ 
Si .- -----=---.-,--·-·-

Address .t)37 Qtc{ W 1 YICV~ /LJ: 
~ '=() C'->2-~ I v 2 :;2_ "'-~ --;z_Q 

Tax Map ID # c7< I A 7 7 

Name Ql'?. At-e.- 1{, L ~VJ, s 

Signature ~ G ~ 
Address S 3 7 0 /r.;, ?..J ';va-/, ~ s r~ ~'< Rn 

T~MID# __ ~~~~--~~--7~~------------

Name -----------------------------------

Signature---------------

Address ____________________ ___ 

T~ MID#-------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

~ r . . 

Name 'lj~,LLtV )J ZJ(Mtu) 

Signature ~~J"--1'-> It) /!1 
Address0i-3S ./~J £l[c{t.L~~ i!J.K 

1 r /1 rycv, Z Icc. "2~0 ,:2 2; 

TaxM ID# '22 A 50 

Address _ ____:_P..::...o_E:::::..:o::::::..tJ.;__:_:::,o:..._'i ______ _ 

V}\ 1 l\v0vocJ Vo llbL/Iz 

Tax MID#-----------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name vJ r / {111M -::f U...v..rer 5 

Signature~~~ 
Address ?o 6o Y:. 2 lo I 

~o'-lCJL VA 'LL-(oZ.O 

Tax MID# __________ _ 

u/ --;_..J.. ' ~ 
Name/~ .<,_=f./~____; 

Signature c..~L..r- rz$~y<':--/ 

Address q .:< 6'-o .:::P~-v-- ~ .huG>t 
~ Cr/<j c2Qr;;;21 

Tax MID# 2o ¥\ ':13 

Name ~k ,WAf~~ 
Signature~ -/gg__ /~ 
Address L?2Fo Sot1 f1l Jr/c>~y li wy 

/!o y e e v-,4 :2 '2 ~ 2 6 
7 

Tax MID# 2-o A y;s 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address __ 1 _4..:__1 -~-~ _ _;::(.p:::__:_, .:...:..n .:...:..~ ...=S._____:.Yl~d~-:...__

/3 o7t' e I V t4 · 2 ?_LeZd? 

Tax M ID# '2:D A \ 5 

Tax M ID# 2.-o A I S 

.r 

Name 9htYI-t1 k( &'rv bts 

Signature Ltc"'jcf u; . ../J(YA.U~ 

Address q lJLf jpl,.n ;/Jos/Jyiltcfl( . 

f3 (J '! e-e 
1 

V .v · ~ 2- C,. '2 c 

TaxM ID# 2o ~ 41 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name J{il\ jS,'U:.,~-J( H.'-"\<s 

Signature ~~ R~ ~ 
Address 'tr r; r 11n.> ~l 

13 Of 42 1 ()A 2 J,"'-f&.D 

Tax MID# 2.C A '2.3 

Tax M ID# "2-o A. 2-1 G 

N arne]) A \) I ~ [;: A fY7 t:::-s' 

Signature A)~ Z. ~ 
\ 

Address '-{: 15 v!J~ /(!d 

i3e;tel (}!I r:J,;;, b :2 L) 

Tax M ID# '2-t> A '2--l C 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name ~_u t·l(\AM V. ~hbL? 
Signature /)!J~'p, af!lh// 
Address cit2 Lf}]VJ,v M 6;9e4 HJ~ WMJ 

]t;vtce
1 

VA ?lb~Z 
Tax MID# LO (\ Yl 

Name :8¥:5?-M £lv..- 7Lv ~ 

Signature~-< ~ 
Address & / lf (;; t n nS 7L 0 

d) f=J (_a_ ( \)14-- C);).l_,d u 
Tax M ID# LO A I ?) 

Name CJJ-rhLLc \ r?~u ;L-/c ren

Signature cJ. .~ ~ 
Address 0 7l{ C r n Vl S. ~(2 

;{) d:j & r//4- od ~d C) 

Tax MID# '20 A 1q 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name '\)q(IJ'-z \ MJ-c\ctl \ 
Signature ~~ 
Address \ 3's 0 0~, VJ~ l\ctA e~tzr ec\, 

f?ot re ) v 'A zrz,ro 20 

Tax Map ID # 2--1 A '3 I 

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature----------------------

Address _________________ __ 

Tax MID# ____________ _ 

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature _________________ _ 

Address ________________ __ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name ___ C?_A __ ;_H_Y_5 __ u_l_~_c_~_~ ______ __ 

c~~~ Signature -----tJ---fl-----------

Address Lf q 1 P()__3<2- l3rc6 K. Ln 

Tax M ID# 2 1 5 5 

Name illc1 ( J< -:&utlt ~ 
Signature 111 aJv ~ 
Address L/4) PCiJe. b_(vok G;,,'<-

1:DyCf. \(fr 1_:~~0 
Tax M ID# 2 [ S 5 

Tax M ID# 2 I A <6 (Q A 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address b~? c) t;z/2 -1 (J r) IYj ;' fa{j R lf3Jv of 
8£ .:-··'"t 11 I ( ~~ t/1] ).,:;>__(>(/ 

l 
Tax M ID# l 4 A ~ 3 II 3 

Name __ =:1/tN-"-.-..::;,._,;::;__..:::::C:,::::...-_L_/\_~_-_'\7_L-~_h_G_-__ 

TaxMID#_l_4~A~8_3~~11_3~--------

Name ______________ __ 

Signature ______________ _ 

Address--------------

Tax MID#------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Address 3oD =r:>~ ~ })y 

~,c. i v · ~A L12 Vfl J.;He 1/ 

Tax M ID# I'-/ A ~ 12. 3 

NameilloY'\<'.A.X ~ 8-tt-v'-'\?f-~ 
Signature ~ ~ 
Address 3bo '}?v.~t~ ~ 

r;se w~ v ·vvl ~ VA ;;v. 4 l I 

Tax MID# ___ l_t.t_A_<?_t 2-_~----

Address l(7J S-\)r~ ~s; f,u O.U ~ 
~Li ~I \.JA- ~ 2.-~.;, lJ. 

Tax MID# ___ :z_3_A_3_3 ___ _ 
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Address 

ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name _______________________ __ 

Signature--------------

Address---------------

Tax MID#-----------------

Name ________________ __ 

Signature-----------------

Address-----------------------
./ 
' 

Tax MID# _______________ __ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax M ID# ____ .3_0_A--'fr;'---?:>-~----

Name_~,f3~\Q_~_Ck_~_/_Q_I_I_d~c_\_V--.:G~0_f_+_ 
Signature __ (;...:..;.1,__Clu_, ...:__( _c'~_lb_\_~l_u_~_· ,_~tt:_·)i_fi_C_ 

Address 4- l S: :t C cJ ~ \1 c ~ 1Vc LLc LVI 

~ycz. \JA ))(o;_O 

Tax M ID# ----=3=--.:..-([___:.tf_.J.Lf ____ _ 

Name Ndv'tNj Ut~MftbtA ~-~!(<--

Signature )? ~ i/~ 
Address :; It 3 lc;,"v Alttn. Lc--

Tax M ID# 3 {11. 3 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

N arne _____,_]?---"'-'-'-fl..L..Ltn_,_,O''--'-N.L..-...:-.-fl---.:.D"--e~L:..__:a.::.....J.[_e.--=---
Signaturt:;?~ct. /Jk~<:J~ 
Address L/55 ~ ~ · P d 

13 ~ Ktiv I VA ;;;<_ ?-(, I I 

Tax MID# ____ '7_~_{.,_/_A ____ _ 

Tax MID# __ v _·_2_'2_1_f_(p ____ _ 

Tax MID# ___ 4_0_A_3_3 ____ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Signatur~, ,q;L 5j:)Le-tt J', k, 1 ~4 ~ 
"' l ' 

Address ;) /j 1 )A/ff (TI:f! Vo r -r 72 t> 

MIH ,n-c ros fl lit Jd~ G 3 

Tax MID# ___ ~_?_A_(-1._4-_0 ____ _ 

Address dD/lf &4'-llr.dDtxlf?J/ ?o, Bw )jLJ 

fllL1 (wool, V!J- 2 ?_fotf/, 
7 

Tax M ID# _ ____,3;;,_. _O_A_A_:l-_7 _____ _ 

Name &-1/I{ [ltV/, 
l 

Signature U"vt-{ a tkL") 

Address ___ Y_? u_· --'-?J:J_._I_~._h_rvr_t_l-_1 ___ _ 

0 (/J u ],2& -v 

Tax MID# ___ J;l._,_A_~_1 ____ _ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name ;J,mmy L. II/ i.L 
Signature~' -&>~ 
~ :s ' 

Add res's I / ? 6 0 t:. f) w;dc lfi;f 12-7< ;fcf 

Af!Yc&) r/4 zz 6Zo 
Tax Map ID # c;J... 0 A (p 

N arne _£.;....___a__:._(t'Z6t:;::.__;:;_~ ~k~fu<.......:-....=E--'--'" ..!.-.!-/-h...;.....!.....· //'-----

Signature ____.~~A~}&c;-"'----=--'C:.___.__/JJf+-=-· ~-
l77b O(J (Jivtc1Auskf Qj 

Bo:r GQ_/ VA z_ ~(? ?v 

Address 

TaxMID# ______ ~~~O~A--~=---------

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature ____________________________ __ 

Address ____________________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------
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Name 

ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

dk 11/c~~/ 
Signature _ ___.,...L...::...:.l::-_8_)_, ~;::;_.:: _~_1c_. _~_r_!t_x/_ , 1 

,gt~i (31) r<ctt Lilt 
1 
L~cyc£ 

1 
/l;r, 

Address 

Tax MID# ____ .3_0_1_?..-. _____ _ 

Name hA) t 'IJ 1 z tYf P - meL en v 7L--

Signature D:~&o- ,J7zz "'-z-~ 
Address if Lf f /5 u r- c~ i 11 .v'E:.-

}5 c.t e.-9 U A ;?,;;2 Q o 

Tax M ID# ___ ___::_3...:::.0_1--=-:l...-==-------

Name ·({lssc--T~J 

Signature -----~~..,;,..L'b-/6-4_, o~I...J:.')=t&J,C:' "---. .0.,..\ ·,_-+t,t-1..;,.,\ ~"""";U-::!:.L-'-'1 L...l'~~ 
Address roLJ tJ L1 rn e-< mcJrl I CltLL. 

OL tlwoov( Utt '~:) b LJ L 

Tax MID# ·7_7_ A I L-L-(3 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Signature , 

Address 3bl /h//t..•o•tf' 72/ {?o Z"oYV/6) 
/£~/;/ VDt1l~ v 1 Y7et~& 

I ) I 

Tax M ID# ___ ...:;_3_0_A----'--I Cf-'-----

Name 

Signature 

Address 

4tJJre f-1 owe !Is· 
~ ~t-d}}s 
&33 S)J£11 &v JoaJ; /~JL I,~ 
JM-~l ~,.Uri zz0so 

Tax MID# ____ 3_7_A_J...:::..3-=2--=-~---

Name "=Lbn/)1. CH ( Sf/ (,JL b{ 

Signature \ n~ {:ld~ '~£ 
Address eo . f3rr{ ;;( 't& 3 0 ( & H ( I ( /)Jct:r:Q Rc(J, 

H \·/ \ /g bczcQ VQ , :b'l Co Cf G 
Tax M ID# ____ :3_0---'P,..___I tf-=-----

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 126 of 174



ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name J/ady rfJc{;;;( 
Signature !fl/l~.~;{ 

Address 7¥7 {k;111e\ 1/0*=1? 4 
~yre J If 2Zfb 20 

Tax MID# ___ S_f_A_~_A ___ _ 

Name f) Jrt~ a~ 
Signature D tLf JS !UL ~ ._1 -e ff 

Address b 4 8 Vt/ JC<[ /./ [f-L J? ;;) ' 
/; tll~t1<~<'fk 1 V&,, LU !1 

Tax M ID# I !;" i4 ~ ({ 

Name ~l-1-~a..~ Tia_1l~ 

Signature xb oY=, ~ ~ 
\ 

Address (y Z?&. s~Qt;~6~ fc?_J) 

CCS--ext£?-vf '-J). \ ( .e , VA z ·zb t t 

Tax MID# ____ c<_:3_A __ 3_1_fl __ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name (! /tf:.ff L T M"-1 c~s 

Signature {/a..if=:J. ?YI'f-" S.... 

Address ?32 ---;?radjird U0·v.a-

6tr{02- 1 t/lf L202D 

Tax MID# ____ :?-_I_A_~_f ~_1 ___ _ 

Address 

TaxMID# ___ ~_,_A_~_'~-~-----

TaxMID# _____ ~_~_A __ to_~ __ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name /-<AIL~ ~ 
Signature l< 9{ ·±h I e-eV\ k Y\ ~ r f 
Address /bs J d 1 (( y Hd \ DW KJ 

f3~rr'J v~/J'C.c (j A- ~ &6 I I 
I 

TaxMID# 2y A 3q A 

Address 

Tax MID# LY A 3q A 

Name 'LJ1-aAj= ~·· 
Signature f M Qrlj H, I o:it 
Address 3 7 I $-eX~ ~L5Y'S 1= LV\ 

~rA{)y\_r v A d-o t35 

Tax MID# ___ c?-_v_A_@_F ___ _ 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

T~MID# _____ ~ __ I_&_~ ____ J_~_A __ ~_t ____ _ 

Signature -----..«-----f-19---.Lf7lb~~~~.e-:::;;;_--

Address 2.CC b "!, 'fVe C>cJV"" f? J. 
EoyU- 1 ()A JZ[D f)(!) 

T~ M ID# /;l. A ~ I 

Name ________________________ __ 

Signature _____________________ __ 

Address------------------------

T~ M ID# --------------------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name Co rc\ J s E veri,, 
I 

Signature ~J 2~ 
Address Jtfl .(.U &?fL U2CLvY'l..J 

"·D~ 
1 

.f)(\_ ~)_(do 

Tax Map ID # Ll A I A?.-

Name ______________________________ __ 

Signature----------------

Address ___________________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------

Name __________________________________ _ 

Signature----------------

Address ___________________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Address SbD Lak Wt IU lak--g 

G""i u< / \J A 
Tax Map ID # 3o A ?{;&?A 

Signature~~--~~--------------------

Address 0\~ Tt:t\~ LO-fle____ 

'&~~-e I IJA ~~Wo 

Tax MID#-------------

Name~~ 
Signature crv~---~67 MA-GkA-cf -SWL L(bf 

Address '1/ pJ_ 

IT 
Tax MID#--~-~-/\-~..!-------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name£ •Xh SLcch o n'-f \ 
Signatu;.=RiJ=-·~l -
Address 'LS.:\5: Bf\L~w Y\ ~~ 

~u 1\L ~· ZL-0 J--U 

Tax Map ID # _ __::2-=--...!.._1 --=-A_,___.L__. _____ _ 

Name Ji4-l:/hcul ~y;' 
Signature ~..if::/ 
Address 26 J <; JY!ehv !l f2d 

rbJer=> IIA LU?-6 

T~MID# ___ ~_I~A~~--------------

V-o-~0-..~ '-'<-C::. ~~\---. 

Name '~(,)gs?~ 

Signature---------------

T~ M ID# _..:....) l.-=--_A;...____:;:2:......:l~&=-------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Tax Map ID # _ ___::J-_<i.:..__A_S--'-&_D.;:;__ ____ _ 

A-2 

Name ________________________________ __ 

Signature ______________________________ _ 

Address ____________________________ ___ 

Tax MID#-------------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Tax Map ID # ____________ _ 

Signature ________ ~--------

Address Jq2~ p1 /-.QfMn Ro ~e( ,.~ 

5o & (JI
1 

V8 ZZh 7-. D 

TaxM ID# 21 1\ 3A 

TaxM ID# '1-\ A ~A 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Signature ~L..!_..t::.~~~~~~k::::::~~;:::;.::::._ 

Address 6 -;;;; /dro~kc;zcl-1'-
ijc.:r-5 r-4 c?c?6o?_, 

Tax Map ID # 2/ A 1X' 

TaxMID# 'L-1 A 3~ 

Signatur~~ 

Address /1} ~,.,fv, ( L~ 

~~ <.a.--1 V ~I /}_1, (a 1_ c.J 

Tax M ID# _L-___...1----'-'A'-----"'?:......lo<t;'---------
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Address ---SZ.;:J'-'----0_&_\ _?._____;(A:::....._:y:..__W_--_____ _ 

v~ 

Tax Map ID # '1.. b · b ... 1 

I 

Signature :reJz c.L-
(J 

Address P 0 13 ° >\ 

l 7 

Tax M ID# -~'Z-~O:;__-_A~-___..~...l..:z::.~--=-A....!.....__ __ _ 

N arne l-\ K J3 e-\A.IAa, m 1n::. 

Signature b'1;: K V3'ev"tuwtA, 
Address '2- I ( ~ f?tt fWwvt ~

V V\ 2:eb ~o 

Tax MID# __ '2-_f _-_ft_-_l ____ _ 
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We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment 
of a commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane, Boyce, VA. As property owners near the 
proposed operation, we believe it will cause undue noise and create a public 
nuisance, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic congestion 
and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and Rt. 723. Housing rescue dogs identified 
as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to 
threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel 
of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our 
neighborhood. 

Name de C) it 6 Q k (' f> 
Signature 2 flffti /5~ 
Address ]r 7 . 0 lcl W 1 h Q /1 f:ffer 101 

/ /fJoyc:e V ;f 'J 6?0 ;;<a 
~t:XMapiD# ________________________ _ 

Name ~-e. f 11- 'Rtt k..e,...-· 

Signature .Z~ ·~ 
(_ ... ·· 

Address f}/7/ () / d W'\ V\ cJLLS k /..._ {J.. 

·j;O'-(Cg< U4 ~d--0 
Tax MID# ____________ _ 

Signature ____,.,c..+-.:::.~~~+--~:::__--=::::-£JoL=--~ac::::::: 

Address q r 7 0 I CJ w ·, V\(' he: s-+ c:/ ~ci 

~o,rce \I & ~J, G J__u 
' 

( JLLp\i [ A:tf·) 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

--( . ---- \ 
Name ' ' «\ ~) \ '\' \ 

Signature ~---~'i ~'Y\ 
Address ~ \ ~ l () l fJ ~ "~~-{1- ~ ~. 

Tax M ID# __ 1_~_A__;;_(p_f,___ ____ _ 

Old 

Tax MID# ~ "t A IPtf 

Name ________________________ _ 

Signature ______________________ __ 

Address -------------------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Tax M ID# _ _____:t~=---...:_A--1..1~? _____ _ 

Name c,,~Jhto D \ J>dwtle.r
Signature {}yrrttw-lf! /[)dp!{W 
Address .:JND Bti!Jff Rd. ]efYL( vdler tfJ. J(}.(;/ / 

Tax MID# 1.1- A 42 

Signature hf-1=--~'.4-----___,.---
Address v, 'tf e J A u 

Td-x M. f!) Jl: Z1-- A 43 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name {Mnto --rL{ Ia 
Signature Um ~ .J:fUuu 
Address )1 Cf v1 {)fel C)wp-4 ~ 

bL11'2J 1 v{), 2 -zu, w 
Tax M ID# ___ 1-~2_A_:__...cb::::.__Lf-..~..__ ___ _ 

Signature <J.AC~/ z4/ ~/)~~ 

Address c2 o q I tJ2f!l c_A~ tf2r/ 

?G ~~ :VB . c2 ~ ~ :2o 

Tax MID# ~2. A ft:;& 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

TaxMID# __ ~2~~-A __ q~~~----------

Name ________________________ __ 

Signature _____________________ _ 

Address _____________________ __ 

Tax MID# ____________________ __ 

Name ________________________ __ 

Signature ______________________ _ 

Address-----------------------
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

Name __ ·--_T _c...~_;;...d_c.;__l _~_{_[ _; \-'----_ 

Signature ,:j~ {~-~ 
Address 'o 7l ~ !VjV~ rzJ I P a. ~sa,/ (, s 

I 

I 
)(j__(do 

Tax M ID# _-=.W=---:A_:__1~:::..~l _____ _ 

Ql\ ' .·· . r1 J ··.:; 
Name ,_ ~c\ AJ,.c---JL Lb { J_ 

Signature c£<£e ~}) · 7h 
Address { b 33- L--"4~ 1\ /\ S ff2J /P 0, /3er-. I Is-·· 

fX, 'fjc.J?-= 1 VA 22de ?-a 
Tax MID# to A 2-1 

Name f{gb_j<piJ UJc~ dokAr--

Signature f?/Jxt,;, ILJ~.u_~ 
Address 1 f.JDD J-t4 fho::frr ~1 

Bt~j {i_ J IA!J ;z 2~ 20 

Tax MID# W A 11 [: 
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ADDITIONAL CLARKE COUNTY RESIDENTS OPPOSED 
TO A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

ON BELLEVUE LANE, BOYCE, VA 

'~ \II)· ~ ' 
Name ez__:J ) m J,/V If 11.DU ... X~ 

Signature ~ )L) i£ ~><---
Address r:iffv "-~ }vJ,Q:::,[,_O ·~"l 

)3~ ce I Ult ?-:?~2.o 
Tax MID# 2 0 A 21 r 

Name ______________________ _ 

Signature _____________ _ 

Address ____________ _ 

Tax MID# _______________ _ 

Name ____________________ _ 

Signature ___________ _ 

Address ___________ _ 

Tax M ID# --------------------
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Kennel Opposition Letter 11 

November, 1 2013 

We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment of a 

commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane. As property owners near the proposed operation, we 

believe it will cause undue noise and create a public nuisance, will adversely affect property 

values, and will increase traffic congestion and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and 723. 

Housing rescue dogs identified as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has 

the potential to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our neighborhood. 

Address ·J l/ 5o 

£39) CL 1 Z,.? '2.P 
Tax Map ID# _........,2.-+l -rfr~~...____..k:::::__ __ _ 

Name drk~ We/cdr. 

Signature :e;?~~ 
Address 

7
tY3P 0/J Jv/~~ ~c/, 

.tfa;rle/ 1/A 2 2 £ ;2-t:' 

Tax Map ID# .:2 I A 4- 2-

Name ----------------------------
Si~ture ________________________ _ 
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Mala: 
Jeae R1 11U, Zmina Adminimamr 
Clarb Couaty <>f!Jcc. 
101 Owlmen eo..t, SudD B 
Berryyil]e. VA 22611 

lf,_wlllate..._,_.et•t••lapent•,tt. ..... • ...... illlca ... attlle ..... _ 
........ ,.. ..... l'nlay,DIII•berf!'. 

YWe strouaty oppo1e tbe &IBIItioa of a Special Use Permit to allow tho CltiNislu•WJt of a 
oouunoeiaJ. k:emel Oil BeDewe LaDe. J/We believe it will c.. UDduo DDi8a, wiD 81hsl0ly 
affect )IIVpllty-..., md will iDrmlle tnl1lic c:onr-m 8Dd Jae .rety--Oil Bellevue . 
Laue ADd Rome 723. ~~clop m•i6eclas neodins rdlabi1ialdioD. in c1o110 pl'OXimity 
to homes alao- tbe poteDtial to llucAMa. the safety oftbe ~ .. , .... lbatock. 
Moreoww, a kamel of any acxt is ioca·••nt wilh tho agrW::ultma1 nature oftbis neighhmhood. 

Name 
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Kennel Opposition Letter 1 
November, 1 2013 

We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment of a 
commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane. As property owners near the proposed operation, we 
believe it will cause undue noise and create a public nuisance, will adversely affect property 
values, and will increase traffic congestion and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane and 723. 
Housing rescue dogs identified as needing rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has 
the potential to threaten the safety of the neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a 
kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the agricultural nature and zoning of our neighborhood. 

Name ~~ ..De Arrvr, e.vt+ 
Signature -~l2:L: L 
Address 4 0'1 J3e..-l le__vt)e.., L-cL~ 

B Q '1 w l \) V-\- 2-Z:.(o ~D 
TaxMapiD# 1-0 2- z) 2.1 A ICf8 

I 

Name~&_~ 

Signature t}nn 0\.N:,' ~ De. f}-fm..eiL.l

Address 'f0 tf 73-e./ILVIA<. fA.n<..--

]3ayCA= >' V ft 2.2-~2-6 

Tax Map ID# p{ 0 2 7 j 6JA 1q8 
I 

Name .Da.t~.i-lAit Dortoh 1.1 e_ 

Signature~ 
Address I (o <) &lie VIA e. [,Me__ 

Boyce, VA 2:2_k2o 

Tax Map ID# 2-1 A l"' L 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 147 of 174



Name £,c.- tY/ ~ 
Signature t}1t1 ~ 
Address ·113 DJd W~f\Lil{! 4 bc ~ 

~{u... lf;A-- 22&ZO 

Tax Map ID# 2-l A 7 '8 

Name /lJv&>r ;__. C: vc~v~)

Signature lfi1 /r 'C'" k /_ · c[v' '-l ~ ' c: :1 
7 

Address /;~1 ~7< J 0 (// {)_), vt ,f · /( j 

~~ty ~ . u /~ . L .Z-4 2..a 

Tax Map ID# 2.. \ 4 1 Cf A 

Kennel Opposition Letter 2 
November, 1 2013 
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Name (1{e6t h J3?J ICEL 

Signature t: biz {(), $--caJ.f( 
! 

Address 01?1 ~(d_ Wu1cht6fW K d. 
&qC!e

1 
V{_ 22&~3 

Tax Map ID# a I A 8 ~ 

Name J(i(es/f -Ji54 ~~l_ 
Signature ~ /£ Z~--~~. _ 

? 
Address 7/ 7 ~ ?J/ ~/ c /u .;k,c_ Z .;_ 

do~ (_L, t-il c22&~o 
/ 

Tax Map ID# 1-1 Jt 7 8 f3 

Name 5 c.-at+ 13'11 k-er 
Signature JJc./6-6~ 
Address 1 I 7 o / J W f /7 t_),l?)-/-f>r /{ J 

L3ov<!€ V/! 8(Y.f0~0 
( 

Tax Map ID# '2.. ( ·A f 'B f3 

Name J<. ~ £.. K SEN y dto 

Signature~ 
Address 'J(fr ""or w-. .. -6 ~ "'Stc..c ~ 

E,...oT c c tM z..z r;. ~ 

Tax Map ID# '2-. 0 2.. 1 9 

Kennel Opposition Letter 3 
November, 1 2013 
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Tax Map ID# 2-1 A I q 

( , 
Tax Map ID# 2.( 4 7:[ 

/ . 
Name ~i e.:; <',..-

Stgnature - - . 

Address 5 15' JJe..//e V'(.{ e c~ 

/Jt> 7 ~ 1/ A -z- z_t 1-0 

Tax Map ID# _ _!!Z..=8~_Z-_ _!:~~----

Name (SQ.'( CL L,· f S....e.f 

Signature Srz:.. 
Address 55 '1 13~\\ .t..\} V(!.. lv) 

~'::')(_~ VA 0J- e, c2 o 
Tax Map ID# 1- 0 2-.. S 

Kennel Opposition Letter 4 
November, 1 2013 
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Address ~ :1TR N\Dca~Dj~c(~ '
beye-r= , D?r-22 b? a 

Tax Map ID# 2€) L 13 

Name /]/, -:s" ... .;. s 

Signature {/2;- v 
Address 73§ /'1-t;J\11 ,-~:.') 5 ~ &-'tL-

w~ f/,4 ~6?a 

Tax Map ID# z.,o 2.. J 

Tax Map ID# 7-.0 2 ... ~ 

·~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Address _j MORNLNJ .S T Af2. f.../IN£ 

l3 bt/(__Q_ I UA ZZ" Zt) 

Tax Map ID# _ __::_2-_0 __ --z.._'=' ____ _ 

Kennel Opposition Letter 5 
November, 12013 
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Name /l.Ofii(L.P .N. t./6/lr 

Signature ~ ~ ~.c..--~ 
Address lfb l/1a,er;f) J~ ~ 

kJ~ ,~ v4 ~']A' 
Tax Map ID# 2--D -z -2: 

Name E l f ?a \::e+:' If . L\ qh± 
Signature ~?eft t?deztW 
Address I Lf G IHo c () \. <3 S% c lt;.Ae 

~tJC.. e J \) A c9d-Gs;l Q 

Tax Map ID# CJ.o -;;;>~s 

Tax Map ID# Zl A 1t1 C..-

Name ,Jha,crL P. LftfLu !Cf 
, r I 

Signature d!r r[( u )<""' ;;: l ktiJLt,( 
!) {} 

Address Cf ::6 3 () /d {A) it 1Cf Jes+cy' 1-ZL( 

{Xt-IC-<0, ll-l 2 z t.v z. (1 
j I 

Tax Map ID# '2.1 A- i/3 tf 

Kennel Opposition Letter 6 
November, 1 2013 
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Signature.--L~f\Af~---+.w:::...:::::...._::--=----

Address q~) (){~ 

~oyr.-e_ I JJl 

Tax Map ID# _?.--~+~·--=-A~...L.7_..S~A--=-----

Name --------------------------
Signature ___________ _ 

Address ----------------

Tax Map ID# ----------------

Name -------------------
Signature ___________ _ 

Address --------------

Tax Map ID# -----------

Name -------------------------
Signature ___________ _ 

Address -------------

Tax Map ID# __________ _ 

Kennel Opposition Letter 7 
November, 1 2013 
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t 
Kennel Opposition Letter X 

November, 1 2013 

We strongly oppose the granting of a Special Use Permit to allow the establishment of a 
commercial kennel on Bellevue Lane. As property owners near the proposed operation, we 
believe it will cause undue noise, will adversely affect property values, and will increase traffic 
congestion and pose safety issues on Bellevue Lane. Housing rescue dogs identified as needing 
rehabilitation in close proximity to our homes also has the potential to threaten the safety of the 
neighboring residents and livestock. Moreover, a kennel of any sort is inconsistent with the 
agricultural nature of our neighborhood. 

C-eu':jt' 1'-ta-i{hh...:- War+ 
Name J-t-,,~ec ~g-1'1( 
Signature it"'"'J" f11.c,ttivxc· Ji.# 
Address J. 7fJ (;, ;,;1-.h Qr/\ 

\~ o jc t;. J '..t.. 2 20 2{~ 
..-

Tax Map ID# d6 A I f .... f-

Name 1-:; /t 7: t:, .6~ ;-/ 5~ / J 

sig~/e.-Cf' r/ ct'9a-e 
Address/3d) tf/ ~ /{)n~-.v~~kv /21 . 

~?jc~. ~ 2?t;~ 
Tax Map ID# 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 154 of 174



Address I 3ti.J 1/( ~ "~~ £v ft / 

&rce!- v4 zz~ zu 
TaxMapiD# d6 -A-If' I~/ A PD 

N arne If o!J E. Jf --r ~ Y )f /1/ ..# (J;.LL {) 

Signature -f(~ ,. . ,o _Qj2__ 

Address t 'J t? '6 d LJ1 WI ~C+I-l;5T E.Vf rieL 

t1e7 Y e-E VA -a- ;;-.6 ;;LCJ 

Tax Map ID# -;1.. I - A- - ~ 3 fr o A/ JP 7 r ,;). 3 

Name C#tJI z-d,y/Y'/·~;/o 

Signature ~~ 
Address /B (J $' /J /u/#L);(/6 ~~Fe /? vf 

&'jL t-
7 

J1_ Old)/.~ 6 

Tax Map ID# d!•d ... 9.J4 &nt /?17:< d 

Name~_Su.~(t() H-cl(( ;,\on 

Signature~ul: !±A .A..A...& /)0 0 

Address 14 3J Old Wto(hcoicJ t~c( 

.,Bo'tt~~ Vli L2Ll0 

Tax Map ID# ()() A / f 

"' Kennel Opposition Letter j 

November, 1 2013 

March 18, 2014 Clarke County Board of Supervisors Regular Meeting - Material Distributed At Meeting Page 155 of 174



Name {VI ichucf He" r r- i J on 
Signature:--2~ ~ 
Address 14 21 {)I cl ~~ I f)( h (/)tv R cl 

& \( L! I VA lL L 2-0 

Tax Map ID# ,2() A I <J 

10 
Kennel Opposition letter;¥ 

November, 1 2013 
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Affected Parcels 
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Ashby Gap Kennel 
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March 7, 2014 

Dear Ms. Peake 

I received your letter dated February 18, 2014. In it you state that the proposed kennel would reduce property 
assessments on 50+ I- parcels by 15% to 25%. 

I have a few questions and ask that you clarify your letter. 

1. Do you or any of your family own property near the proposed kennel site? 

2. Did you discuss the proposed kennel with the County's outside assessor before making your statement? 

3. If the answer to #2 is yes: 

a. Did the outside assessor actively participate in setting the 15% to 25% range mentioned in your letter? 

b. Am I correct in assuming that you expect that both his and your recommendation will be to reduce 
the assessed values of 50+ I- properties near the proposed kennel by 15% to 25% in the next 
reassessment if the proposed kennel is approved as currently requested? 

4. Do you and the outside assessor use the same 15% to 25% range when assessing parcels near all the kennels 
in the County or is this range of loss specific to the attributes and location of the proposed kennel? 

5. If the figures are site specific, is it possible that range of loss could be zero to close to zero for parcels 
neighboring some sort of kennel? That is, can you envision that there is an AOCIFOC location in the 
County where a kennel of some design and limited intensity of use would have limited if any impact on 
neighboring property values? 

6. If the answer to #5 is yes, what kennel characteristics (size of operation, location, amount of natural buffers, 
distance from neighbors, type of use, amount of outside activity, noise, hours of operation, building design, 
impact on private roads maintained by others, etc.) would raise or lower the amount of loss you would 
attach to neighboring properties? 

I would appreciate having your answers to the above by noon on March 18, 2014. 

Sincerely, 

John R. Staelin 
Supervisor 
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March 18, 2014 

Dear Supervisor Staelin 

DONNAMATHEWS PEAKE 
COMMISSIONER OF THE REVENUE' 

CLARKE COUNTY 
P.O. BOX '67 

BERRYVILLE, VIRGINIA 22611 

(540) 955-5108 
(540)' 955-5179 (Fax) 

dpeake@clarkecounty.gov 

This is in response to your letter dated March 7, 2014. 

1. My family or I do not own property near the proposed kennel site. 

2. Yes 

3A Yes, however he specified that he would need to visit the specific properties in question to be 

able to narrow the indicated range. 

38 Assessed values will be established by not only sales comparison but by property owner's 

complaints both to the Reassessment Agency and The Board of Equalization. 

4. Assessments of kennels, just as is done for all property assessments are dependent upon exact 

location, intensity of use and potential negative impacts in relation to surrounding properties. 

5 .County assessments are based upon specific land and improvements of each property, as well as 

its location. Envisioning a theoretical location with a kennel of unspecified design and intensity of use is 

not a function of our office. 

6. Please see response to #5 above. 

If you should need more clarification please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Donna Mathews Peake 

Commissioner of the Revenue 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. land Improvements TOTAL 

Mr. Christopher Birch 1336 Old Winchester Road 21 A 81 100,00C 63,800 $163,800 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Yaniello 1308 Old Winchester Road 21A 83A 185,00C 159,000 $344,000 

Mr. and Mrs. Ryan Royston 1344 Old Winchester Road 21A 83C 275,00C 180,600 $455,600 

Dr. and Mrs. Bruce Welch 1430 Old Winchester Road 21 A 82 152,60C 160,800 $313,400 

Mr. And Mrs. James Hill 1776 Old Winchester Road 20A 6 173,60C 249,90( $423,500 

Robina Rich Bouffault 1823 Old Winchester Road 20A 17 160,00C 422,70( $582,700 

Dr. and Mrs. Jerry Henke 1969 Old Winchester Road 20 A 16A 500,40C 252,10( $752,500 

Mr. Eric Blankenship 2092 Old Winchester Road 20 A 7 150,20C 520,10( $670,300 

Pat Eldon Dent Jr. 2204 Old Winchester Road 20A8A 138,60C 60,00( $198,600 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. land Improvements TOTAL 

Dun ning Family Ltd . 2312 Old Winchest er Road 20 A 8 247,10C 519,20( $766,300 

M r. and M rs. M ichael Harrison 1437 Old Winchester Road 20A 18 135,80C 128,60( $264,400 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Sell 1321 Old Winchester Road 
20 A 18 and 

21 A 80 
655,80C 101,50( $757,300 

M r. and Mrs. R.W. Graves 1025 Old Winchester Road 21 A 79A 151,20C 156,80( $308,000 

M r. and Mrs. Alan Young 923 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78A 274,900 266,40( $541,300 

Mr. and Mrs. Scott Baker 917 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78B 240,200 149,60C $389,800 

Dr. Dorothy Eisenberg 902 Old Winchester Road 21 A 86A 485,000 418,40C $903,400 

Mr. Eric Keene (tenant) 773 Old Winchester Road 21 A 78 218,500 117,50C $336,000 

M r. and Mrs. Alain Borel 692 Old Winchester Road 21 A 86 371,20C 870,40C $1,241,600 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. Land Improvements TOTAL 

Mr. and Mrs. Terence Donohue (in 
165 Bellevue Lane 21 A 79C 140,00( 300,00( $440,000 

construction) 

Mr. and Mrs. Gregory Peck 196 Bellevue Lane 21A 79 271,30( 194,50( $465,800 

Mr. and Mrs. Roderick DeArment 409 Bellevue Lane 
20 2 7 and 21 

A 79B 
490,70( 500,70( $991,400 

M r. and Mrs. Eric Lieser 589 Bellevue Lane 20 2 8 142,60( 128,30( $270,900 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael K. Feldman 240 Good Success Lane 20 214 142,70( 511,50C $654,200 

Mr. and Mrs. Timothy Harmon 1 Morning Star Lane 20 2 6 140,90( 300,00( $440,900 

Mr. and Mrs. Ronald Light 146 Morning Star Lane 20 2 5 144,10( 664,90( $809,000 

Mr. Philip Jones 735 Morning Star Lane 20 2 1 and 11 231,10( 386,10( $617,200 

Mr. and Mrs. Rick Senyitko 918 Morning Star Lane 20 213 175,00( 389,60( $564,600 

Ms. Kathyrn Hicks 45 Ginns Road 20A 23 142,50( 181,40( $323,900 

1\Ar lor"n"\o DIIC"C"oll 1 Ot:: t:innc- Dn<3A ")(l II ")111 117f"l c:.nr 117r:: t:.nr <:o11.:: 'lnn 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. land Improvements TOTAL 

. ..... v ''- '"'-'-''- ~JJ ... "-' •vuu 1~'-' ~~r v 1 vv• "'''"''"' ""' ,~,-~ 

Mr. George Matthew Hoff 278 Ginns Road 
20 A 18E and 

701,10( 154,800 $855,900 
F 

Mr. and Mrs. Wayne B. Ferrell 372 Ginns Road 20 A 18D 185,20( 186,00( $371,200 

Mr. and Mrs. David Ames 475 Ginns Road 20 A 21C 314,10( 397,20( $711,300 

Ms. Brenda G. Hoff 544 Ginns Road 20 A 18A 180,80( 137,10( $317,900 

Mr. and Mrs. Charles Plunkett 674 Ginns Road 20A 19 175,00( 152,10( $327,100 

Mr. and Mrs. Noel Hicks 993 Ginns Road 20 A 21H 155,00( 427,10( $582,100 

Mr. and Mrs. Todd D. Ellis 1077 Ginns Road 20 A 21 777,70( 2,439,60( $3,217,300 

Mr. and Mrs. A.R. Dunning, Jr. 1253 Ginns Road 20A 16 209,00( 525,60( $734,600 

Mrs. Betsy Harding (tenant) 1260 Ginns Road 20 A 16B 452,00( 138,60( $590,600 

Ginns LLC 1415 Ginns Road 20A 15 153,90( 165,30( $319,200 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER {all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. land Improvements TOTAL 

Mr. and Mrs. A.R. Dunning, Jr. {leased) 1420 Ginns Road 20 A 16C 150,60C 241,00( $391,600 

Mr. and Mrs. James Royston 289 Page Brook Lane 21 A 84 162,60C 227,20( $389,800 

Mr. Leonard Woelfel 379 Page Brook Lane 215 2A 140,60C 226,20( $366,800 

Ms. Mary Ellen Nicholas 401 Page Brook Lane 215 3 140,00C 239,30( $379,300 

Ms. Barbara L. Longerbeam 430 Page Brook Lane 212 A 138,80C 154,30( $293,100 

Mr. Gary H. Longerbeam 478 Page Brook Lane 212 B 138,90C 139,90( $278,800 

Mr. and Mrs. Mark G. Butler 481 Page Brook Lane 215 5 142,70C 233,00( $375,700 

Mr. James H. Royston Ill 499 Page Brook Lane 21 A 83D 155,00C 187,10( $342,100 

Elizabeth R. Mulry, Trustee 1040 Page Brook Lane 21 A 2 451,00( 515,20( $966,200 

Mr. and Mrs. Ned Poffenberger 1040 Page Brook Lane 21A2A 174,10( 94,00( $268,100 
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ADDRESS ASSESSMENT 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER (all Boyce, VA) Tax Map No. Land Improvements TOTAL 

Mr. and Mrs. John W. Fries 9006 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 39A 175,00( 152,600 $327,600 

Mr. Preston Grubbs 9116 John Mosby Hwy 20A40 151,20( 75,30( $226,500 

Mr. William D. Grubbs 9124 John Mosby Hwy 20A41 222,10( 94,00( $316,100 

Ms. Erma T. Russell 9258 John Mosby Hwy 20 A 42 100,00( 141,60( $241,600 

Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr. (family 9280 John Mosby Hwy 20A43 110,00( 78,90( $188,900 

Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr. Compound?) 9292 John Mosby Hwy 20 A43 

Mr. & Mrs. A. L. Ritenour, Sr. 9296 John Mosby Hwy 20A43 

TOTAL ASSESSMENTS $12,963,000 $16,353,000 $29,316,000 
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ADDRESS 

NAME OF RESIDENT/OWNER {all Boyce, VA) 

Loss in value experienced by landowner 25% of Value 

Loss in value experienced by landowner 15% of Value 

Tax Map No. 

Tax loss to County at 63C per hundred 

25% of Value 

15% of Value 

Adjoining Property Owners Only 

Loss in value experienced by landowner 25% of Value 

Loss in value experienced by landowner 15% of Value 

ASSESSMENT 

Land 

$3,240,750.00 

$1,944,450.00 

735,850 

441,510 

Improvements 

$4,088,250.00 

$2,452,950.00 

$25,755.98 

$15,453.59 

571,025 

342,615 

TOTAL 

$7,329,000.00 

$4,397,400.00 

1,306,875 

784,125 
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