VIRGINIA:

MINUTES FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION HELD IN THE BOARD MEETING ROOM LOCATED
IN THE DINWIDDIE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER BUILDING ON THE 9th
DAY OF FEBRURARY 2022 AT 7:00 P.M.

PRESENT:

SAMUEL W. HAYES
EDWARD TITMUS
JOHN HARVELL
ANTHONY SIMMONS
BUTCH CUNNINGHAM
Dr. EVERETTE PROSISE
THOMAS TUCKER

VICE CHAIRMAN
CHAIRMAN

OTHER:

MARK BASSETT
BRAD ROBINSON
MICHAEL DREWRY

PLANNING DIRECTOR
SENIOR PLANNER/ZONING ADMIN.
ASST. COUNTY ATTORNEY

IN RE:

CALL TO ORDER

AT-LARGE
DIST #2
DIST #3
DIST #5
DIST #4
DIST #1
AT-LARGE

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 7:15 P.M.
IN RE:

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND MOMENT OF SILENCE

The Chairman asked everyone to stand for the pledge of allegiance and a moment of silence.
IN RE:

ROLL CALL

The Chairman asked for the roll to be called and all members were present for the roll call.
IN RE:

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

The Chairman asked if there were any additions or corrections to the agenda. He said since there are
none he would entertain a motion to accept the agenda as presented. Mr. Titmus made a motion and it
was seconded by Mr. Simmons and with Mr. Harvell, Mr. Simmons, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Titmus, Mr.
Cunningham, Dr. Prosise and Mr. Tucker voting “AYE” the agenda was approved.
IN RE:

MINUTES

The Chairman asked if there were any additions or corrections to the January 12, 2022 Organizational
and Regular meeting minutes. Mr. Bassett made two corrections to the minutes. The Chairman said if
there is nothing else he would entertain a motion to accept the minutes with the corrections. Mr.
Titmus made a motion to accept the minutes as corrected. It was seconded by Mr. Simmons and with
Mr. Simmons, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Titmus, Mr. Harvell, Mr. Cunningham, Dr. Prosise and Mr. Tucker
voting “AYE” the minutes were approved with corrections.
IN RE:

CITIZEN COMMENTS

The Chairman opened the citizen comment portion of the meeting and asked if anyone signed up to
speak.
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Michael Mollenhauer, 3805 Chesdin Blvd, Sutherland VA came forward and read the following
statement:
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Mr. Mollenhauer also referenced comments he made to Major Knott, which are listed below:

The Chairman asked if anyone else had signed up to speak. The Clerk mentioned there was no one
else signed up to speak, but a citizen did send in a statement that they wanted read so that they could
become a part of the Planning Commission’s minutes. The following is that statement:

The Chairman asked if there was anything else to be read. He said since there is nothing else, he was
closing the citizen comment period.
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IN RE:

PUBLIC HEARING

Planning Commission Staff Report
File #:
Applicants:
Rezoning Request:
Property Location:
Tax Map Parcel #:
Property Size:
Magisterial District:
Planning Commission Mtg.:

P-22-3
Donald & Laura Lamm
Residential, Limited, R-1 to Agricultural, General, A-2
9705 Squirrel Level Road, North Dinwiddie
35-34B
10.63 +/- acres
Rohoic District
Feb. 9, 2022

CASE OVERVIEW
The applicant, Donald and Laura Lamm, are requesting to rezone property containing approximately
10.63 +/- acres from Residential, Limited, R-1 to Agricultural, General, A-2. The A-2 zoning district
allows single-family residential development at the Zoning Ordinance defined maximum density on a
minimum of three-acre parcel with 400 feet of road frontage on a public road (VDOT Route). The
property is located at 9705 squirrel Level Road North Dinwiddie, Virginia and is further defined as
Tax Map Parcel Nos. 35-34B. As indicated in the Dinwiddie County Comprehensive Land Use Plan,
the subject property is located within the Planned Growth Area, which allows for low-density
residential and agricultural uses for this general area.
ATTACHMENTS
Attachments - Rezoning Application, Property Location Map, Property Survey Plat
LAND USE/ZONING ANALYSIS
The subject property and the surrounding area, to include property along Squirrel Level Road (Rt. 613)
and Vaughan Road (Rt. 675) and, were part of a mass rezoning of property from Agricultural,
General, A-2 to Residential, Limited, R-1 in July of 1965. Despite the rezoning, more than 50 years
later, a majority of the properties in the area continue to have farming and timber operations and those
residential uses are on large lots. The residential lot sizes and uses in the area are more consistent with
the Agricultural, General, A-2 District (the minimum lot size in the A-2 zoning classification is 3.0
acres).
There have been three similar rezoning cases, P-98-12, P-11-3, and P-18-2 within the general area of
the subject property. In 1999, the Board of Supervisors granted the rezoning request to rezone
property located just north of Fort Emory Road from R-1, Residential, Limited, to A-2, Agricultural,
General, to allow for the continued use of an existing commercial business. Additionally, in 2011
property just north of the subject property was rezoned from R-1 to A-2 to allow for a commercial
kennel to remain on a 8.82 acre parcel. Lastly, in 2018 a property was rezoned from R-1 to A-2 to
allow for an agricultural use to continue.
The subject property for this rezoning request is surrounded by properties having single-family
residential, open space, and forestal land uses. The surrounding property to the north of the subject
property is former CSX rail line right-of-way.
BOOK 6

PAGE 4

FEBRUARY 9, 2022

To the east at the rear of the subject property, is vacant open space (a 65 acre parcel), which is
comprised of forestal area. On the west across Squirrel Level Road, is a single family dwelling, which
is part of the large-lot Whitetail Subdivision (a private road subdivision with prevailing lot sizes
greater than three acres). The surrounding zoning pattern consists of R-1, Residential, Limited, zoned
property for the adjoining properties.
In the Comprehensive Land Use Plan the subject property is located within the Planned Growth Area,
which recommends agricultural, residential, and limited commercial and service development for this
general area. This property is located at the southern end of the Planned Growth Area as well as at the
southern end of the portion of the county that is zoned R-1.
Staff believes that the rezoning to Agricultural, General, A-2 is more consistent with the County’s
long-range plan of encouraging large-lot residential and agricultural uses for this part of the County.
The Agricultural, General, A-2 zoning district would restrict the development to open farmland, larger
lot residential development and some commercial/service uses. The less dense residential
development would be more fitting transitioning to the more rural portion of the County.
OVERVIEW OF IMPACTS
Land Use, Public Utilities, School System, & Public Safety Impacts
Currently, there is no impact to the public utility system. There is no impact on the public school
system with the proposed rezoning, as it is a downzoning, which will further limit the number of
residential homes allowed to be developed on the property. There is no increased impact on public
safety services. The location of the property is well suited for access and responding to public safety
related calls.
Transportation Impacts
With the proposed use of the property generating very few vehicle trips, the impacts on the existing
transportation network are negligible. Up to this point, there have not been any issues with the existing
traffic generated at the subject property. The subject property has direct access to Squirrel Level Road
and any future entrance improvements will have to be approved by VDOT.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends APPROVAL of the request to rezone the subject property given that:
1. The zoning classification requested, A-2, Agricultural, General, is compatible with the
surrounding zoning pattern and surrounding land uses;
2. The requested zoning classification conforms to the underlying uses recommended in the
Planned Growth Area in the Comprehensive Land Use Plan for this general area.
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION
Since this is a zoning matter, the standard statement regarding the Planning Commission’s
recommendation on this zoning matter must be read. In order to assist, staff prepared the following
statement:
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BE IT RESOLVED, that in order to assure compliance with Virginia Code Section 15.2-2286(A)
(7) it is stated that the public purpose for which this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the
requirements of public necessity, convenience, general welfare and good zoning practice, I move
that rezoning P-22-3 be recommended for (approval, OR disapproval) to the Board of
Supervisors.
Mr. Bassett asked if there were any questions from the Planning Commission.
Mr. Tucker asked what the minimum lot size is for the A-2 zoning.
Mr. Bassett said three acres.
The Chairman said if there are no more questions for Mr. Bassett, would the applicant like to come
forward and add anything.
Mr. Donald Lamm, who is the applicant, came forward and told the Commissioners his only reason for
wanting to rezone the property is because he wanted to build a garage big enough to house his
possessions, but the R-1 zoning he was under didn’t allow for the size he wanted. He said Mr. Bassett
mentioned to him that the A-2 was what he needed and here we are.
The Chairman asked if there were any more questions for the applicant. He said since there are none
he was opening the public hearing portion of the case. He asked if anyone had signed up to speak. He
said since there is no one who signed up to speak, he was closing the public hearing for this case. He
asked the Commissioners if they had anything else to add and if not he would entertain a motion.
Mr. Cunningham made a motion and read the following: BE IT RESOLVED, that in order to assure
compliance with Virginia Code Section 15.2-2286(A) (7) it is stated that the public purpose for which
this Resolution is initiated is to fulfill the requirements of public necessity, convenience, general
welfare and good zoning practice, I move that rezoning P-22-3 be recommended for approval to the
Board of Supervisors. It was seconded by Mr. Simmons and with Mr. Titmus, Mr. Cunningham, Mr.
Simmons, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Harvell, Dr. Prosise and Mr. Tucker voting “AYE” case P-22-3 was
recommended for approval to the Board of Supervisors.
IN RE:

OLD BUSINESS

The Chairman asked if there was any Old Business. All the Commissioners and staff said they did not
have any Old Business.
IN RE:

NEW BUSINESS

The Chairman asked if there was any New Business. All the Commissioners and staff said they did
not have any New Business.
IN RE:

COMMISSIONERS COMMENTS

Mr. Titmus said we are now having an influx of letters coming to the Planning Commission to be read
as opposed to people standing up and making their comments before us. I can see this becoming a
problem in our future. I clearly understand that COVID was the main concern for us allowing it in the
past, but we have now since gotten thru that concern. We have been allowing people to come and
voice their comments and concerns. I would like for us to stop reading letters.
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I am asking that when someone sends in a letter, a copy is given to each Commissioner, their
comments get written or placed in the minutes and it gets noted during citizen comments that a letter
was sent in. My only exception to this request surrounds those who fall under the American with
Disabilities Act where their disability hinders them from reading their letter or it hinders them from
attending the meeting. He then asked staff and legal to look into what needs to be or can be done about
his request.
Mr. Southall suggested that the Commissioners put the request into a motion and take a vote.
Mr. Tucker made a motion that directs staff and the County Attorney’s Office to look into what needs
to be or can be done about letters sent in by citizen under citizen comments. Mr. Tucker said the
Planning Commission wants to do the following: (1) Ensure a copy of the letter to be given to each
Commissioner; (2) Ensure that the comments within the letter get written or placed in the minutes; (3)
Ensure it gets noted during the citizen comment that a letter was sent in and by whom; and (4) Ensure
that the exceptions we have listed below, do not violate the American with Disabilities Act. The two
exceptions are:
1. Only a person whose disability hinders them from reading their letter can send in a letter.
2. Only a person whose disability hinders them from attending the meeting can send in a letter.
It was seconded by Dr. Prosise and with Mr. Titmus, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Harvell, Mr. Simmons, Mr.
Cunningham, Dr. Prosise and Mr. Tucker voting “AYE” staff and the County Attorney will research
the matter and bring back their findings at the next Planning Commission meeting.
Mr. Southall commented that he and Mr. Drewry, the Assistant County Attorney, will research the
matter and bring a report back to the Planning Commission.
There was general conversation about code compliance versus policy.
conversation about VDOT minimum entrance design and spacing standards.
IN RE:

There was also some

PLANNING DIRECTOR COMMENTS

Mr. Bassett reminded the members that there will be one case coming before them at their March 9th,
2022 regular meeting. The case involves Shands Park who has made application for a Conditional Use
Permit for their event facility.
IN RE:

ADJOURNMENT

The Chairman said if there is no further business he would entertain a motion for adjournment. Mr.
Titmus made a motion to adjourn the meeting and Mr. Simmons seconded it and with all
Commissioners in agreement the meeting adjourned at 7:56 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mark Bassett
Planning Director
Signed: ______________________________
Planning Commission Chairman
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