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Minutes 
Planning Commission 
Isle of Wight County 

July 28, 2026 
 
1. Call to Order 
Bobby Bowser, Chairman, called the Isle of Wight County Planning Commission meeting to order 
at 6:00 PM on July 28, 2026, in the Robert C. Claud, Sr. Board Room at 17130 Monument Circle, 
Isle of Wight County, Isle of Wight, Virginia. 

 
Invocation 

 
Matthew Smith delivered the invocation. 

 
Pledge of Allegiance 

 
Chairman Bowser invited everyone present to join in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
 
2. Roll Call/Determination of a Quorum 
Roll was called, and the following members were present:  Bobby Bowser, Brian Carroll, 
James Ford, Raynard Gibbs, Matthew Smith, Brian Shotwell, George Rawls, Keith Johnson, 
Thomas Distefano. 
 
The following members were absent:  Jennifer Boykin. 
 
A quorum was determined. 
 
ALSO IN ATTENDANCE 
William Webb, Assistant County Administrator 
Amy Ring, Community Development Director 
Mandy Rogers, Substitute Council to the Planning Commission 
Caleb Kitchen, Planner II 
Heather Crocker, Permit Tech I/Acting Secretary 
 
 
3. Action on Requests to Withdraw or Table Pending Agenda Items 
Chairman Bowser asked if there were any requests to table or withdrawal agenda items. 
 
Amy Ring stated there were no requests. 
 
 
4. Approval of Agenda 
Chairman Bowser called for a vote to approve the agenda.  
 
Commissioner Gibbs made the motion to approve the agenda.  
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Commissioner Smith seconded the motion.  
 
Chairman Bowser asked for all in favor to signify by saying aye.  
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
5. Consent Agenda 
Chairman Bowser called for a vote to approve the following consent agenda items: 
 

July 9, 2026, Board of Supervisors Action List 
 
Commissioner Ford made the motion to approve the consent agenda.  
 
Commissioner Gibbs seconded the motion.  
 
Chairman Bowser asked for all in favor to signify by saying aye.  
 
The motion passed unanimously (9-0). 

 
 

6. Citizens' Comments 
Chairman Bowser opened the floor for any citizens’ comments.  
 
There being no comment, Chairman Bowser closed citizens’ comments. 
 
 
7. Public Hearings 

 
Chairman Bowser called for consideration of the following public hearing item: 

A. An Ordinance to amend the following sections of Appendix B. Zoning of the Isle of 
Wight County Code: Article I (General Provisions) for additions to general permit 
requirements and community impact statements, Article III (Use Types), for additions 
to residential and commercial use types, Article IV (Zoning Districts and Boundaries), 
to reduce certain required setbacks, lot size requirements, application requirements, 
permitted uses and conditions uses in certain zoning districts, Article V (Supplementary 
Use Regulations) to clarify requirements for certain accessory, agricultural, residential, 
and industrial uses, Article VI (Overlay districts) to clarify development criteria in 
certain overlay districts, Article VII (General Design Guidelines and Development 
Review Procedures) to reduce certain nonresidential application requirements, Article 
VIII (Landscaping and Screening Standards) to reduce certain nonresidential 
landscaping requirements, and Article X (Vehicle parking facilities) to reduce certain 
parking space requirements. 

 
Amy Ring, Community Development Director, provided an overview of the proposed zoning 
ordinance revisions. She stated that the Planning Commission began discussions regarding the 
ordinance revisions at its April 28, 2026, meeting. Since that time, the Commission has held 
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additional discussions during regular meetings and a work session regarding the potential impacts 
and proposed changes. At the June 23, 2026, meeting, the Commission directed staff to proceed 
with advertising the revisions for public hearing. Ms. Ring noted that a redline version of the 
proposed ordinance was included with the staff report and was available for review. She offered to 
answer any questions following the public hearing. 
 
Chairman Bowser opened the public hearing. 
 
Johnathan Holoman 13310 Beacon Hill Way, Carrollton. Mr. Holman, who is a local business 
owner, expressed appreciation for the County’s efforts to maintain zoning ordinances that are 
practical, current, and responsive to the needs of businesses and citizens. He stated his general 
support for the proposed ordinance updates, noting that aligning requirements with operational 
impacts, including traffic access, safety, and intended use, helps property owners and businesses 
better utilize existing commercial spaces while protecting the public interest. Mr. Holman thanked 
the Planning Commission for its consideration of the proposed ordinance changes. 
 
There being no further public comments, Commissioner Bowser closed the public hearing and 
opened the floor for discussion among the commissioners. 
 
Commissioner Distefano stated the extent of previous discussions on the proposed Ordinance 
revisions and made a motion to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Ford. 
 
The motion with Commissioner Bowser, Commissioner Carroll, Commissioner Ford, 
Commissioner Gibbs, Commissioner Smith, Commissioner Shotwell, Commissioner Rawls, 
Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Distefano voting in favor of the motion and None voting 
against the motion (9-0). 
 
The application will go to the August 20, 2026, Board of Supervisors meeting. 
 
Chairman Bowser called for consideration of the following public hearing item: 
 

B. Application REZN-25-11 of Jason Seas, applicant, and Western Tidewater Community 
Services Board, property owner, for a zoning district change from Rural Agricultural 
Conservation to Conditional Rural Residential for approximately thirty acres located on 
Yellow Hammer Road (Rte. 645) with tax map number 45-01-052A to remove the 
existing agricultural/silvicultural subdivision restriction for the construction of a crisis 
center. 
 

Caleb Kitchen, Planner II gave the following presentation. 
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Mr. Kitchen shared for the record that written correspondence was received from members of the 
public expressing opposition to and support of the application.  Copies of the written comments 
were placed at each Commissioner’s seat. 
 
Attorney Rogers clarified that the Planning Commission bylaws do not include a provision to allow 
more speaking time for an individual who is speaking on behalf of a group.  She stated that the 
bylaws for the Board of Supervisors does include a provision for this. 
 
Chairman Bowser opened the public hearing and invited the applicant to speak. 
 
Brandon Rogers, Executive Director at Western Tidewater Community Services Board, gave the 
following presentation on the Crisis Center project. He explained the purpose of the project is to 
help individuals with developmental disabilities requiring community-based prevention, step down, 
or stabilization stay. 
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Chairman Bowser opened the floor for any citizens’ comments. 
The following citizens shared the following presentation. 
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Following the applicant’s presentation, Chairman Bowser invited the public to speak. 
 
Katie Whisenant, 7471 Yellow Hammer Road, Zuni, expressed concerns regarding the crisis center’s 
proximity to nearby residences, the accuracy of the application, the proposed use and population to 
be served, and the suitability of the location. She referenced Virginia Department of Behavioral 
Health and Developmental Services (DBHDS) guidance regarding the citing of crisis facilities and 
requested that the Planning Commission consider these concerns during its review of the rezoning 
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application. 
 
Angela Stepp, 7223 Fire Tower Road, Windsor, expressed her belief that the property was an 
inappropriate location for the facility. She raised questions regarding the intended population to be 
served, including the proposed juvenile component, and requested clarification on how the facility 
would differ from existing crisis stabilization services in the County. Ms. Stepp also expressed 
concerns regarding conflicting information about the proposal. She referenced public safety 
concerns based on emergency call data from an existing crisis stabilization facility and compared it 
to another local facility, expressing concerns about reported incidents, including runaways, suicide 
attempts, and an assault, as evidence of potential public safety impacts associated with the proposed 
facility. 
 
Nancy Banta, 5086 Duck Town Road, Windsor, expressed concerns regarding public safety, facility 
operations, and oversight. She referenced another Western Tidewater-operated facility, Tidewater 
Cove, and cited reported incidents, emergency calls, and regulatory violations as reasons for concern 
regarding the applicant’s ability to safely operate the proposed facility. Ms. Banta questioned the 
need for fencing at the proposed site and expressed concerns regarding potential elopements, 
staffing, training, emergency procedures, and compliance with state regulations. 
 
Travis Peirce, 6458 Fire Tower Road, Windsor, expressed concerns regarding the potential impact 
on County public safety resources, including law enforcement, fire, and emergency medical services. 
He raised concerns regarding current staffing levels for emergency medical services, response times, 
and the capacity of local fire and rescue resources to respond to incidents at the proposed facility. 
He acknowledged the need for crisis services but questioned whether the proposed location was 
appropriate given the County’s existing public safety resources. 
 
Robert Powell, 6286 Fire Tower Road, Windsor, who is a lifelong Isle of Wight County resident, 
shared concerns regarding staffing capacity, facility oversight, and potential impacts on County 
resources. Mr. Powell questioned how the proposed facility would be adequately staffed given 
reported vacancy and turnover rates within Western Tidewater Community Services Board 
positions, and requested clarification regarding medical oversight, prescribing authority, and on-site 
staffing. He also expressed concerns regarding the financial impact on County resources, including 
public safety services, and questioned the long-term implications of locating the facility in the 
community. He spoke regarding the range of individuals who may be served by the facility, potential 
future use of the property, and the need for additional consideration of the uncertainties associated 
with the proposed use. 
 
Stephen Morton, 20423 Shady Pond Lane, Zuni, identified concerns with potential resident 
elopements, emergency response capabilities, and impacts on surrounding rural properties. Mr. 
Morton questioned whether the facility, neighboring residents, and available resources would be 
adequately prepared to respond to an elopement or emergency situation, citing concerns regarding 
communication, staffing, and community preparedness. He referenced previous community efforts 
regarding a similar proposed facility and stated that additional time and information were needed to 
fully evaluate potential impacts. 
 
Debbie Joyner, 7346 Yellow Hammer Road, Zuni. expressed concerns regarding the location of the 
facility, the proposed patient population, security measures, staffing, and emergency response 
capabilities. She questioned statements made during prior community discussions regarding the 
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project timeline, safety, and facility operations. She commented on the length of patient stays, 
individuals potentially being admitted from hospitals or correctional facilities, the availability of 
medical resources, and the inadequacy of staffing and training to manage behavioral crises. She 
questioned whether the proposed rural location was appropriate given the distance from hospitals 
and other support services and referenced emergency calls associated with an existing facility as a 
concern. She requested that the Planning Commission deny the application or table the matter to 
allow additional review and consideration of the information presented. 
 
Debra Dashiell, 10471 Berry Hill Farm Lane, Smithfield. highlighted her 35 years of experience 
working with Tidewater Community Services and the importance of these facilities and the care they 
provide for disabled individuals. However, based on her personal and professional experience, she 
acknowledged her shared concerns along with the neighboring property owners regarding changes 
in land use and the proposed facility's location. She stated that communities face a variety of social 
and behavioral challenges and assistance is needed, but the location should be considered elsewhere. 
 
Pamela Barton, 24702 Sugar Hill Road, Carrollton, is the former Director of the Isle of Wight 
County Department of Social Services and emphasized the statewide need for additional crisis 
services for children and adults with intellectual and developmental disabilities, citing limited 
resources and the closure of state facilities. She acknowledged the concerns of nearby residents but 
stated that community-based crisis services are needed to support individuals and families who lack 
appropriate care options. She encouraged the Planning Commission to consider the broader public 
need for the proposed facility when evaluating the application. 
 
Randall Arrington, 7346 Yellow Hammer Road, Zuni, expressed opposition to the proposed crisis 
therapeutic home and questioned the proposed location and stated that alternative sites were 
available. He also expressed concerns regarding statements made during prior public meetings about 
the approval process and the suitability of the property for the proposed use. He further cited 
concerns regarding the additional impact on already limited emergency medical services resources, 
the adequacy of local emergency response resources, and the site's environmental conditions. He 
questioned whether existing EMS coverage would be sufficient to support the facility without 
negatively affecting emergency response throughout the region. He requested that the Planning 
Commission table the application to allow additional review and consideration before making a 
decision. 
 
Marcie Morton, 20423 Shady Pond Lane, Zuni, requested that the Commission postpone its 
decision for 30 days to allow additional time for the community and the Commission to review the 
proposal. She expressed concerns regarding the proposed location on Yellowhammer Road, citing 
its distance from hospitals and emergency services, proximity to U.S. Route 460, and the availability 
of law enforcement resources. She stated that while residents recognized the need for such a facility, 
they believed a location closer to medical and public safety services would be more appropriate.  
 
Brittany McDaniel, 321 Saint Andrews, Smithfield, spoke in opposition to the proposed facility 
based on her familiarity with the surrounding community, having grown up near the project site on 
7090 Fire Tower Road. While expressing support for mental health treatment as a medical 
professional herself, she raised concerns regarding the suitability of the proposed rural location, 
citing emergency response capabilities, limited law enforcement resources, and potential impacts on 
nearby families. She questioned comparisons between the proposed facility and the Presbyterian 
Home, stating that they served different populations. She emphasized that the concerns expressed 
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by residents were focused on public safety, quality of life, and whether the proposed use was 
compatible with the surrounding community. She urged the Commission to carefully consider the 
long-term impacts of the proposal before making a decision. 
 
Belinda Daugherty 20527 Shady Pond Lane, Zuni, expressed her concerns were not related to the 
need for services or the individuals served, but rather the suitability of the proposed location. She 
questioned the zoning classification, compatibility of a 24-hour crisis facility with the rural character 
of the area, and whether sufficient safety, emergency response, and operational protocols had been 
addressed. Ms. Dougherty also expressed concerns regarding impacts on surrounding families, 
public services, and the change in use of the property. She requested that the Commission carefully 
consider these issues and respectfully asked for denial of REZN-25-11. 
 
Brandon Rogers provided a rebuttal addressing concerns raised during the public hearing. The 
applicant highlighted the services provided by Western Tidewater Community Services Board and 
stated that County funding results in a significant return on services provided to Isle of Wight 
residents. He noted the proposed facility would help address the need for local treatment options 
and reduce costs associated with out-of-state placements. He addressed concerns regarding safety 
protocols, stating that staff receive extensive training in behavioral crisis management and that 
procedures are in place for individuals who leave the property, including staff supervision and law 
enforcement notification when necessary. He also explained that the thirty-acre site was selected to 
provide adequate space and buffering for safety. He clarified previous discussions regarding the 
property and stated that the organization has worked to better understand zoning requirements and 
address county requests. Mr. Rogers emphasized Western Tidewater’s community outreach, 
prevention, and mental health services and requested that the Commission approve the application. 
 
There being no further public comments, Commissioner Bowser closed the public hearing and 
opened the floor for discussion among the commissioners. 
 
Commissioner Gibbs asked the applicant to clarify the proposed staffing structure for the facility, 
their credentials, and the availability of medical personnel. 
 
Mr. Rogers explained that a psychiatrist is available to serve the facility but would not be located 
on-site or included as part of the direct support staffing plan. He also stated that the psychiatrist 
assists with medication management and psychiatric needs but would not be expected to respond 
directly to on-site incidents. He further clarified that nursing staff would consist of a combination 
of Registered Nurses (RNs) and Licensed Practical Nurses (LPNs), with an RN/BSN serving as 
the nursing administrator overseeing nursing services. 
 
Commissioner Ford asked if the proposed staffing structure was consistent with the typical staffing 
model used at other crisis therapeutic homes. He asked whether the applicant had experienced any 
decline in services related to the current staffing model, whether there had been a documented 
need to increase staffing levels, and if staffing requirements were connected to facility accreditation. 
He also requested clarification regarding the frequency of accreditation renewal and refresher 
training requirements. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated that the proposed staffing model is consistent with other crisis therapeutic 
homes and follows Department of Behavioral Health licensing guidelines and Medicaid service 
requirements. He explained staffing levels are adjusted based on each resident’s needs, with 
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additional behavioral health technicians or direct support professionals added for individuals 
requiring one-to-one support. He stated that the facility undergoes a tri-annual licensing review, 
and that operations are reviewed quarterly through the Reach standards process and how staff 
receive initial TOVA certification, annual recertification, and ongoing refresher training during 
staff meetings, including reviews of any incidents involving behavioral interventions. 
 
Commissioner Rawls asked for clarification regarding the basis for the facility's tri-annual review 
designation. 
 
Mr. Rogers explained tri-annual review is based on an evaluation of the overall services provided 
within the home. 
 
Chairmen Bowser asked Mr. Rogers to clarify the previously mentioned facility in Hampton that 
was closing and whether the applicant’s organization would be taking over that facility. 
 
Mr. Roger explained that Western Tidewater assumed operation of the Hampton-Newport News 
Reach Crisis Therapeutic Home in 2017 at the request of the Department of Behavioral Health and 
Developmental Services. He stated that the existing facility is leased, not owned, and was not 
purpose-built for the program, creating operational challenges. The proposed new facility is funded 
through the State, including construction and operations, with no local funding dedicated to the 
project. 
 
Commissioner Rawls asked about the reasoning for choosing this location. 
 
Mr. Rogers responded that multiple locations were considered, including more populated areas, but 
the proposed site was selected due to its available acreage, lack of significant wetland constraints, 
and compatibility with the organization’s existing rural facilities. He noted that the quieter rural 
setting may provide a less disruptive environment for residents. 
 
Commissioner Johnson questioned why the applicant selected a rural residential area when 
guidelines recommend avoiding residential locations and asked why a site closer to existing 
healthcare services and support resources was not pursued. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated that multiple properties were considered, and the proposed site was selected, 
because it met the necessary criteria and was available for acquisition. He clarified that the selection 
was not based on financial limitations, noting that other more expensive properties were 
considered but were not suitable for development. 
 
Commissioner Rawls asked what residents would be served at this location. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated that the proposed facility would serve individuals from across southeastern 
Virginia and clarified that operating costs would be funded through state funding and service 
reimbursements, with no additional local funding required. 
 
Commissioner Shotwell asked whether the proposed capacity of six juveniles and six adults 
reflected the anticipated resident population or was intended to maintain an equal distribution 
between the two groups. 
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Mr. Rogers stated the proposed capacity of six juvenile and six adult beds is based on state-
established standards and funding for the facility. 
 
Commissioner Carroll noted for the record that four letters had been received regarding the 
application, with three expressing opposition and one expressing support.  
 
Copies of the correspondence were provided to each Planning Commissioner for review and 
consideration regarding the application. 
 
The following citizens submitted written correspondence in opposition or in support to the 
application: 
 
Adrian and Amy Manning, 20221 Shady Pond Lane Zuni, VA 23898 
Mandy Johnson, resident of Zuni 
Nick and Connie Rathbun, 7320 Yellow Hammer Road 
Heidi Swartz, Windsor 
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Commissioner Johnson asked Mr. Rogers to provide additional information regarding the types of 
individuals who would transition to the proposed facility from hospitals and correctional facilities. 
 
Mr. Rogers explained that the term "hospital referrals" typically involve individuals who have 
completed stabilization and no longer require hospital-level care but need short-term support while 
an appropriate placement is identified. He stated that "jail referrals" are uncommon and generally 
involve individuals needing temporary placement after release when they cannot return to their 
previous residence and noted that they could not definitively state that no violent incidents had 
ever occurred at similar facilities. He acknowledged that there have been instances involving 
aggressive behaviors, self-injury, and incidents involving injury to caregivers, particularly in 
situations where families are unable to safely support individuals with increasing needs. 
 
Commissioner Smith asked the applicant to explain the selection of a site located near residential 
properties and how the location aligns with Department of Behavioral Health and Developmental 
Services guidelines regarding facility placement. He also asked whether the facility would house 
individuals with violent felony or sexual offense histories and whether short-term facilities differ 
from long-term facilities in considering residents’ backgrounds and histories. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated that although nearby residences exist, the property provides adequate separation 
and is not located within a traditional neighborhood setting. The applicant explained that the 
Department of Behavioral Health and Developmental Services is aware of the location and has 
determined it to be an appropriate site for the facility. He also explained that criminal background 
checks are not conducted on residents, similar to hospitals and other treatment settings; however, 
referral information and treatment records are reviewed as part of the admission process. He stated 
that individuals with known violent sexual offense histories would not be admitted and that 
extensive records are reviewed prior to placement. 
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Commissioner Ford asked about how the facility’s vacancy rates compare to overall vacancy rates 
within the nursing profession. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated the nursing vacancy rates are comparable to other behavioral health settings, 
noting that healthcare systems typically have lower vacancy rates due to higher wages and greater 
recruitment opportunities. He explained that vacancies are supplemented through temporary or 
contract nursing staff to maintain required coverage.Regarding hospital proximity, the applicant 
stated that transportation times from the proposed site would be comparable to current travel 
times experienced at existing facilities and estimated travel to nearby hospitals would not be 
significantly longer than transportation within more populated areas. 
 
Chairman Bowser asked whether the facility administration has the authority to approve or deny 
individuals admission to the facility. 
 
Mr. Rogers confirmed the organization has authority to approve or deny admissions and stated that 
individuals may be declined when their needs cannot be safely or appropriately served by the 
facility. 
 
Commissioner Ford discussed the possibility of tabling the application and asked what additional 
information or follow-up items would be requested from the applicant and members of the public 
if the matter were postponed.  
 
Commissioners noted a need for clarification regarding the definition of “crisis” and whether the 
County’s zoning ordinance definition aligns with the applicant’s use of the term. 
 
Chairman Bowser requested further clarification from staff. 
 
Caleb Kitchen explained that the County’s zoning ordinance contains various use classifications but 
is not intended to address every potential use. He stated that when a proposed use does not clearly 
fit an existing category, a special use permit process may be required. He clarified that the 
ordinance definition of a crisis center is broad and includes examples that are not all-inclusive, 
allowing the proposed facility to be considered under that classification. Mr. Kitchen noted that the 
State’s definition of a crisis facility is established separately by the Department of Behavioral Health 
and Developmental Services. 
 
Commissioner Carroll stated that additional time was needed for the Commission to review and 
consider the information presented. He noted that the responsibility for further evaluation rests 
primarily with the Commission rather than requiring additional information solely from the 
applicant or public. He clarified that the public hearing portion had concluded and that, if the 
matter were tabled, future discussion would focus on Commission review and questions for the 
applicant rather than additional public comment. 
 
Commissioner Gibbs asked Mr. Rogers asked what, if anything, would he change or add to the 
presentation if the matter were postponed. 
 
Mr. Rogers stated that the presentation provided an overview of the proposed concept and services 
and indicated that additional responses could be provided to specific questions if needed but did 
not believe further presentation changes would be necessary. 
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Commissioner Smith stated how the citizens had provided thorough information, and that 
additional time was needed for the Commission to review and evaluate the data presented. 
 
Commissioner Ford stated that additional review was needed to ensure the information and data 
presented by both the applicant and the public were accurate and could be properly considered. He 
expressed support for tabling the matter if additional time would allow for a more informed 
decision. 
 
Commissioner Carroll moved to recommend to table the item until the next regular Planning 
Commission meeting.  
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Ford. 
 
The motion passed with Commissioner Bowser, Commissioner Carroll, Commissioner Ford, 
Commissioner Gibbs, Commissioner Smith, Commissioner Shotwell, Commissioner Rawls, 
Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Distefano voting in favor of the motion and none voting 
against the motion (9-0). 
 
The application will be tabled until the next Planning Commission meeting on August 25, 2026. 
 
Mr. Kitchen clarified that since the item is tabled, it will return on the following month’s agenda as 
an old business item. He noted that no additional public comment will be taken at that meeting, 
and that another opportunity for public comment will occur when the item is presented to the 
Board of Supervisors. 
 
Chairmen Bowser thanked attendees for their participation and acknowledged the significance of 
the decision before the Commission. He expressed appreciation for the information and comments 
provided during the meeting and recessed the meeting for a brief break before reconvening. 
 
8. Old Business 

 
Chairman Bowser confirmed there were no old business items. 
 
 

9. New Business 
 
A. County Attorney's Report 

Mandy Rogers confirmed there were no items for the County Attorney Report. 
 

B. Planning Director's Report 
 

1. 2026 Planning Commission Annual Retreat Date Selection 
Amy Ring discussed planning for the Commission’s annual fall retreat and presented potential 
dates for consideration. The Commissioners discussed dates and decided on November 6, 2026. 
 

2. Proposed Data Center Zoning Ordinance Requirements Discussion 
Amy Ring introduced the last item on the agenda, Proposed Data Center Zoning Ordinance 
Requirements Discussion. 
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Ms. Ring presented a draft “straw man” data center ordinance as a starting point for Commission 
discussion. The draft was developed using examples from other localities, including Chesapeake, 
York County, Fairfax County, and Suffolk, and includes proposed definitions, application 
requirements, and development standards related to topics such as noise, emergency response 
plans, water usage, setbacks, landscaping, and design. Ms. Ring noted that a more conservative 
approach was used when reviewing standards from other jurisdictions and requested that 
Commissioners review the draft. 
 
Commissioner Shotwell asked if there was a specific locality she preferred. 
 
Ms. Ring commented that Chesapeake’s ordinance was well-developed, noting that the locality 
conducted research with Northern Virginia jurisdictions and incorporated lessons learned into its 
standards.  
 
The Commissioners highlighted that the ordinance addressed noise impacts through multiple 
measurements, including decibel levels, DBC ratings, and steady tonal noise. 
 
Commissioner Ford noted the importance of understanding the terminology and definitions 
associated with data center standards to ensure clear discussion and accurate interpretation of the 
proposed ordinance. 
 
Commissioner Rawls highlighted the importance of addressing water usage for cooling systems and 
electrical impacts within the data center ordinance and noted public concerns regarding potential 
increases in electric costs associated with data centers. 
 
Ms. Ring noted that any increased infrastructure costs incurred by electric utility providers are 
typically distributed among their ratepayers. 
 
Commissioner Distefano asked if we currently have any applications for a data center. 
 
Ms. Ring confirmed noted that the County has received inquiries and interest regarding potential 
data center development, but no formal applications or proposals have been submitted at this time. 
 
Commissioners discussed how the topic of data centers are on the horizon for the future. 
 
Ms. Ring suggested potential work session dates for further review and discussion of the ordinance. 
Commissioners discussed and decided to have a work session on September 8, 2026. 
 
Commissioner Bowser asked staff about the status of Gwaltney Farms. 
 
Ms. Ring stated the applicant asked for another deferral to the August 25, 2026, meeting.  
 
Commissioner Ford asked staff if the County-owned properties mentioned during public comments 
were considered for the proposed crisis center and referenced the availability of two parcels currently 
leased to the Hunt Club. 
 
Staff recommended notifying the Economic Development Director of the public comment 
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