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Linda Mazer 752 Dividing Creek Rd Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 68-21(a): Animal Care and Control – Authority to Impound – Tethering of Dogs (amended) Support As a resident of Anne Arundel County and a member of the Anne Arundel County Animal Welfare Council, I fully support Bill 68-21, including the two amendments, and urge 
the County Council to pass this Bill.  The two amendments offered by council members, one which lowers the age of the supervising individual to 13 years old, and the other 
amendment allowing for one 15 minute unsupervised tethering of a dog per day, still allow Animal Care & Control to effectively enforce the law while giving dog owners as 
much flexibility as possible. These two amendments are good compromises and will promote the humane treatment of the dogs in Anne Arundel County.

FRANKIE ADAMS 448 CROXTON CT SEVERNA PARK 21146 Yes Bill 68-21(a): Animal Care and Control – Authority to Impound – Tethering of Dogs (amended) Oppose This ordinance is onerous and impractical.   Tethering protects the dog, the community, and the surrounding wild and plant life.  The alternative is to cage the animal, which is 
far worse in every respect.    Moreover, there are a lot more important matters than having county officials spending time and money policing dog owners to ensure they are 
baby sitting their dog.

Thomas Walsh 1902 shore drive Edgewater 21037 Yes Bill 68-21(a): Animal Care and Control – Authority to Impound – Tethering of Dogs (amended) Support Every other counties have indoor tennis courts and a central tennis facility except AACo. We need this facility and please support us
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Kurt Snyder 7833 Walker Drive #400 Greenbelt 20770 No SMACNA Mid Atlantic 
Chapter

Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support see attached pdf YES

Steven Waddy p.o. box 6210 annapolis 21401 No NAACP Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support The NAACP of Anne Arundel County supports this legislation with amendments. Prevailing wage law in the construction industry is a benefit to all workers and should be 
utilized across all government procurement contracts, including service contracts. Studies have indicated that prevailing wage laws help to increase African American income 
at an even greater rate than whites. Studies have also indicated that prevailing wage laws do not decrease Black participation in the workforce. The NAACP supports this 
legislation for these reasons.    Amendments: In the reporting requirements section 8-2-116 (C)(2) of the legislation, the NAACP encourages the county to add the following 
language: "The race and gender of the total number of Anne Arundel County residents hired  during the reporting period;"  and in section (c)(3): "the race and gender of all 
employees hired during the reporting period."  In a recent study on the racial makeup of the construction industry in Anne Arundel County, the Department of Workforce 
Development revealed that white and latino participation in the Construction and Extraction sector exceeded the population of whites and latinos in the county while Black 
participation was lower than Black population in the County. This disparity does not exist in the transportation and healthcare support sectors which have median wages that 
are $6 to $8 an hour lower than the construction industry.   By collecting data on race and gender recruitment and hiring, the County will be able to identify areas of workforce 
development that can help fill the pipeline of Black and Latino workers in the Construction trades. In addition, recruitment information is already required to be collected in the 
media and telecommunications industry which also operate through a government procurement system to receive licenses and contracts.  MINORITY CONTRACTING   A 
final concern that the NAACP has regarding this prevailing wage legislation is the effect it will have on minority contracting.  Further study should be conducted on the 
number of minority contractors that have been able to meet prevailing wage requirements on County projects over with a value of at least $250,000 or a project that the 
County contributes funding with a value of at least $5 million.

James McNelis 6711 Baymeadow Drive, Suite A-1 Glen Burnie 21060 No Joseph B Fay Company Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support See attached letter of support YES
Brian Cavey 901 Montgomery Street Laurel 20702 No Insulators Local 24 Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support See attached pdf. YES
Carl Neimeyer 836 Richie Highway  Suite 1 Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support See attached. YES
Lydia Walther-Rodriguez 8151 15th Ave Langley Park 20783 No CASA Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support See attached written testimony. YES
Larry Stafford 2525 Standifer Pl Lanham 20706 No Progressive Maryland Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring Support See attached PDF for my remarks YES
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Kristin Howell (previously Schwitzer) 200 Severn Ave Annapolis 21403 No USA Pickleball Association Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Coppermine understands the need to support both the tennis AND pickleball communities, and both are currently underserved in our county.  I am a tennis team 

captain/player and also the USA Pickleball Ambassador for Anne Arundel County.  And I have played both sports at Coppermine Baltimore and can attest to their 
professionalism and competency.  Three quick updates:  1. Pickleball is one of the fastest growing sports with 4.2 million players in the U.S. in 2020  2. The Annapolis 
Pickleball Club has had explosive growth recently, more than tripling in size from 350 members in early 2019 to 1,200 today  3. Both of the past two weekends, pickleball 
tournaments were held outdoors at Truxton Park and each had ~250 participants and ~100 spectators… these were the inaugural Annapolis Pickleball Club tournament and 
the Maryland Senior Olympics qualifying event for the National Senior Games, which will be held in Ft. Lauderdale in May 2022 with 1,400 50-105 year olds from across the 
U.S.   Please vote to APPROVE Bill 73-21.  Thank you.

Greg Koch 382 Phirne Road West, Glen Burnie, MD, USA Glen Burnie 21061 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Revenue generator for AA County as an attractive preferred site for local and regional USTA tournaments currently played in Howard and Montgomery counties and Virginia 
locations

Cheryl Ruddick 1245 Indian Landing Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose We have not asked for this facility and the traffic on our 1 lane  roads is going to be a nightmare in this area.  Conflict/ safety around our local elementary school has not been 
considered  or addressed

Zachariah M Turner III 1659 Millersville Road Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Deviates from the original open space and low impact planned for the property.  Have not adequately addressed concern over impact of additional traffic and was never 
planned to be a commercial venue beyond tennis.  This facility is better suited in commercially zoned area, not a rural open space such as this location.

Robert Bruce Loock 941 INDIAN LANDING ROAD MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Community Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose •The storm water plan for this complex is seriously insufficient. Speaking realistically, there is no way to cover nearly 30 acres of grass with tarmac and concrete and 
sufficiently ensure that storm water runoff won't negatively impact neighbors, cause erosion, pollute the groundwater, and the many other well-documented problems that go 
with this kind of poorly-planned development.  •Placement of an uncontrolled 3-lane entrance/exit directly across from the elementary school is very dangerous for our 
children, and their parents who are having to park along the road to do pick-up/drop-off. This has all of the hallmarks of a half-baked plan that will destroy local character and 
safety, then fold in 5 years and leave a dangerously unoccupied urban eyesore in the middle of what was a suburban community.

Gloria Joyce Rosencranz 705 Mattawa Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Hello, I oppose this MP Lease as DRP and the County have not done their due diligence on several issues. The risks and cost to taxpayers are enormous.  There is no DRP 
response on the lifecycle maintenance costs for this commercial project.   Both the needs assessment and traffic studies are invalid, dating from 2016. The  School Board will 
not be informed of this project until after the Lease is signed.  As per CE campaign promise, DRP did not research abandoned commercial venue to redevelop, or do a 
cost/benefit analysis. This Lease requires all utilities, site access, road entrance alterations, paved parking, well/septic and supporting infrastructure as capital investments 
paid by taxpayers from other County departments’ budgets for both capital investment and life-cycle maintenance for 25-50 YEARS Lease duration.   This commercial venue 
will cause major local Stormwater runoff, school schedule disruptions and traffic issues. DRP does NOT address any of these costs, as DPW, BOE, BWPR and other 
departments pay for undefined costs via annual departments’ taxpayers’ budgets. Neither DRP nor the County has provided requested taxpayers’ maintenance costs.  The 
on-site Severn River stream issues, and proposed stormwater discharge to an I97 culvert endangering Sewell Branch were not addressed.  DRP must be held accountable 
for costs by the elected Council that has a fiduciary responsibility to the taxpayers.   DRP redacted financials from the proposal which denies the public and the council’s 
ability to evaluate it.   Joyce Rosencranz Millersville Citizen, (45 years) MP CAC Appointed Member (Schuh) Master Watershed Steward

Rod Daniels 902 WIO JA CON CT Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a highly visible resident of Millersville for the past 33 years, I strongly oppose this lease approval. There is already major tennis facility a mere 5 minute drive away from 
the proposed site. I would turned not a low impact-green space for use by county residents and our guests.

Rita Zienkiewicz 1133 Nichols Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a resident and homeowner nearby the proposed Tennis Facility, I am strongly opposed to the passing of this bill. Certainly there must be a better use of funds to benefit a 
larger community of Anne Arundel residents than a tennis facility that will used by a smaller group of county residents. While the Coppermine proposal and marketing 
literature refer to their clients as affluent, shouldn't the county's lands and funds be used to enhance the greater community of residents, not a specialized sector of wealthier 
clients? Millersville Road and the surrounding roads will not be able to support the amount of traffic that is expected to occur with the development of a facility as planned.  
Our community is one of single family homes, an elementary school and few commercial businesses.  The kind of facility that is planned needs to be closer to and with 
immediate access to major roads without disrupting the balance of the local community.  I respectfully request that the bill for the approval of the lease agreement for 
Coppermine Tennis Facility be opposed. This is not what the Millersville community needs or wants.

Lisa Stedge 925 Workman Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The proposed location for a tennis facility is a terrible place to increase traffic flow. It’s dangerous on the Millersville Road turn, near the Millersville Elementary School, 
currently. Adding more traffic, tennis facility entrances/exits, and tennis tournament attendance to that area will not only cause unwanted congestion, it will make that road 
extremely dangerous for pedestrians (incl., children) and vehicles.   Additionally, the proposed tennis facility will detract greatly from the present “country neighborhood” feel 
and property values of the combined “Millersville Road” and “HISTORIC Indian Landing & Baldwin Church” neighborhoods.  An indoor tennis facility ought to be built 
somewhere else in our county, which is already a “business area,” not a “park” or residential area. It also doesn’t need to be so large of a facility. There’s no need for heavily 
attended tennis tournaments, here.  Furthermore, the current traffic noise of “drag racing” and speeding vehicles in the proposed facility location is horrendous, not to mention 
awfully dangerous. The noise pollution from Interstate 97 can also be heard clearly, even from my Indian Landing neighborhood home. Our county would be better off 
spending money on much needed “Sound Walls” along Interstate 97 and increased Police presence to combat speeding.   Please don’t add to an already noisy and 
dangerous section of our neighborhood. Please don’t add noise, traffic, and vehicular exhaust pollution to our neighborhood. Please don’t add more elements of danger, poor 
health, congestion, and chaos to our historic country neighborhoods.  Help us to preserve our country way of life.  Thank you, so much.  Sincerely, Lisa J. Stedge

michael doyle 1652 isabella ct MILLERSVILLE 21108 No old millersville neighborhood 
association

Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Don’t you understand that the community does not want this monstrosity in our neighborhood, located directly behind several residences and ingress/egress between two 
long established homes.   This is a rural community and is not compatible with this venue and the associated traffic and pollution complications that will arise. There are 
several existing businesses which overlap the proposed Millersville Park and offer similar activities: Severna Park Racquet Ball and Fitness, API (already has tennis courts) 
and LA fitness all within three miles of the proposed.  Now is the time for the county council to show that they truly represent the people who elected them and are not 
beholden to developers, politicians, money and deny the lease and eventually the entire project.

David Lauer 651 Maid Marion Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Cheryl Lauer 651 Maid Marion Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Peter Threadgill 1650 Isabella Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The lease has been poorly researched. The Council should not approve the lease when there are so many unknowns. What are the likely future costs, such as repairs of a 

capital nature due to extreme wear and tear on the building?  The facility will not benefit the local community: the proposed fees are just as high as those of fully private 
facilities, too high for many County residents. The targeted customers are “affluent”, most likely from outside the county.  The RFP and Coppermine’s proposal reveal that the 
current version of the tennis center is not a “park”; it is a commercial-scale tennis/fitness facility. Coppermine envisions a “sports tourism destination” that will draw users from 
Washington, Baltimore, Annapolis, and all the communities in between.  This vision goes way beyond a park for Millersville or for the County.  This commercial-scale facility 
will draw traffic to Route 3 and its failing intersection with Millersville Rd. The extra traffic will worsen congestion and safety problems on Millersville Rd and Cecil Ave. The 
entrance is 350 feet from the Millersville Elementary, possibly impacting school safety. There has been no consultation with the school itself or with the Board of Education on 
possible traffic issues with the project.

Lindsey Kasecamp 170 Linda Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose In the interest of our small community, I oppose moving forward with the building of the Coppermine Tennis Facility in Millersville Park. With multiple other tennis facilities 
(API, Severna Park Racquetball and Fitness Club, etc) in close proximity, this for-profit company is not adding to our community but taking away from it. As a new resident of 
this area, I moved here for the quiet and secluded neighborhood. As a former NCAA athlete and club field hockey coach, I know a new facility like this means the chance for 
hosting large tournaments and events. These events will mean backed up roads and increased noise. This location is also directly across from Millersville Elementary School 
which causes a concern for the safety of children given event traffic. Furthermore, I oppose this Coppermine tennis facility as this is not for the Anne Arundel County 
community, but a profitable club. The proposed memberships and rental fees are not affordable and will not be as the facility continues to grow. I urge the Counsil to deny 
this lengthy Coppermine lease that will continue to effect my community for many years to come.

Lindsay Kathleen Kahler 1125 Simsbury Court Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
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Karin C Dorsey 1138 NICHOLS CT MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I strongly oppose the Lease for the Coppermine facility at Millersville Park. I have attended every public meeting concerning the Park. It was explained at the first meeting 
that Anne Arundel County Rec and Parks purchased the property to benefit the citizens of Anne Arundel County. Every meeting since then has spoken of the "need" for 
tennis courts to support Anne Arundel County residents.  The proposed leased to Coppermine runs contrary to the original intent of the purchase of the property. Coppermine 
wants to create a COMMERCIAL destination regional venue, with wedding venues, fitness center, and Physical Therapy options. It is priced well out of reach of most AA 
County citizens. The new vision of the property contradicts the intended use of the property - affordable tennis courts for AA County residents.   From a financial point of view, 
the consideration of this lease would make a wonderful case study of "how not to do things": Despite repeated promises, the community and stakeholders are not involved, 
traffic studies are not complete, financials are not public knowledge, those making the decisions do not have all the facts, this project will not benefit those who need the 
facility the most, and why are AA County tax dollars supporting a commercial enterprise with no hope of earning a profit? If a commercial enterprise entertained the lease 
without the blind backing of DRP, it would be refused due to zoning issues.   PLEASE deny this lease. The facility is not appropriate for the site, is not needed, AA County tax 
dollars should not be supporting a commercial enterprise, it does not benefit the citizens of AA County, and would never be approved as a stand alone venture.  AA County's 
motto is The Best Place for All. The All is implied it's citizens - NOT commercial development that is not appropriate, wanted, or needed.

Patricia Lilek 70 Linda Lane Millersville, MD 21108 Yes Patricia Lilek Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I oppose this lease for many reasons.  A word document is attached.  One of the reasons for opposition is that does not support Smart Growth policy. I do not understand 
why properties which have been developed, lived past their useful life, and now await bulldozers and construction to be reinvented into something new are not priority 
considerations for a development such as this.  Marley Station Mall comes to mind.  The excess Papa John acreage adjacent to the soon to be upgraded replacement high 
school for Old Mill North and South could be used.

YES

Jessica Tiller 904 Indian Woods Ln, Apt, suite, floor, etc. Millersville 21108 Yes Indian Landing Community 
Association

Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose While council members who have responded say they haven’t their minds up re Bill 73-21, yet it’s very clear they have and will vote to let this go through. I have to wonder 
why. It simply makes no sense from just so many standpoints.  It’s a shame that EXPENSIVE - to the tune of $10 MILLION - undeveloped land will be used when there is SO 
MUCH existing land in close proximity for something like this, such as the old mental institution right down the road. There is PLENTY of space just sitting there literally 
ROTTING. Someone else had suggested looking at the empty space in one of the many vacant malls or town centers nearby.  This doesn't even address the additional 
traffic, which will make existing congestion even worse for those of us who live and work in the Millersville area.   The reality is that this is TAXPAYER money. I’ve worked 
extremely hard my entire life and even now as a small business owner, have no guarantee of a paycheck. I take financial responsibility seriously and it seems that once again 
government is not.  We are voters and we will remember when it comes time to go to the polls.

David Demers 70 Linda lane MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I am opposed to the approval of the lease agreement.  The proposal from Coppermine Terrace makes it clear that this is the WRONG location for such a facility. YES
Alexander Rouse 1873 Lynnfield Dr Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I support our tennis center.  I grew up in Anne Arundel County and my wife and I returned in 2012 to raise our children.  There is a major lack of tennis facilities in the county 

and this is sorely needed for this sport and to support year-round healthy fitness activity and recreation in our local area.  Alexander J. Rouse1873 Lynnfield Dr, Annapolis, 
MD 21401Cell: 202.725.6325

Jaime Turner 1659 Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Writing to share my opposition to Bill 73-21.  This is a good fit for the surrounding area.  Millersville Rd is already congested, with failed intersections at Rt. 3 and Millersville 
Rd close by to location.  Millersville Rd and surrounding roads can not handle more traffic from such a facility.  The surrounding neighbors have repeatedly asked for traffic 
studies and have not be given any results.  The lease should not be approved.  The proposed facility is not geared towards the community in which it will be residing.  The 
facility is appealing to others not in this immediate area, drawing on more traffic/congestion.   Requesting lease be denied until environmental and traffic study/impacts have 
been fully disclosed with county residents.  Traffic study of realistic times/days of week should be conducted.  **This has been requested and promised at several community 
meetings help at Millersville Elementary School & never been addressed.  What are the impacts to residents and school that is right across the street?  What happens when 
the indoor courts are no longer needed, or not pulling in the fees that it needs to operate??  Will the facility change over.  There was a property less then 2 miles away that 
was an indoor/outdoor tennis facility(now called API on route 3 South) that has since closed as a tennis facility (Severn Valley Tennis Club) that closed down it's indoor courts 
because the demand was no longer there.  Why can't the county owned tennis courts at the County high schools be used?  Most courts sit vacant on weekends and after 
school hours?  What about Waterbury Park that is 2 miles away with outdoor courts that sit vacant most of the time?  The demand for a tennis facility is not needed in this 
area.  Land use should be reconsider for different use with surrounding community input taken seriously.  Community meetings have failed county residents and not taken 
their input seriously.  Reject the lease for site.

chris g deblauw 802 Mallet Hill Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I am a geotechnical engineer and I have asked question specific to my expertise about this project several times over the past several years with no answers. There are 
many issues related to ground water and runoff that are at odds with this project moving forward. In addition the traffic is already a problem on Millersville road and this will 
exacerbate the issue. Finally, why are our tax dollars being used to underwrite a private facility that will profit off the property. This is antithetical to the purpose of the tax 
dollars I am happy to provide for needed services. The way the county has handled this process could be characterized as deceiving to the local community.

Maria Oliver 903 Indian Woods Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Laura A Zlatos 824 Miner Road Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose More traffic on Route 3 and/or Millersville Road would not be easily supported. Millerville Elementary School needs no more congestion of traffic, or people.
Emily Mason 753 CONOY CT MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a Millersville resident, I’m urging the whole council to vote against the Coppermine tennis courts, Bill No.73-21. There are many reasons to do so:   This complex will cost 

in the neighborhood of $10 million to the county when it has to buy back the (by then, likely failed) planned development. This is incredibly fiscally irresponsible; there are 
many places that money would be better spent, including better upkeep of the parks over which the county already has jurisdiction. Neither Millersville in particular nor Anne 
Arundel in general need an enormous sportsplex.  It is unlikely to succeed. Past experiences show private indoor tennis venues in the area have failed.   The stormwater plan 
for this complex is seriously insufficient. Speaking realistically, there is no way to cover nearly 30 acres of grass with tarmac and concrete and sufficiently ensure that 
stormwater runoff won't negatively impact neighbors, cause erosion, pollute the groundwater, and the many other well-documented problems that go with this kind of poorly-
planned development.  The fees Coppermine will charge will be out of reach for many of our residents. With inflation soaring, membership is unrealistic for our residents. This 
land was meant to be a park for everyone, which could easily have included a few tennis courts that were accessible to all. This means instead that Coppermine will be 
pulling membership from outside of our area – yet we will shoulder the costs, traffic, and safety burdens. Let this structure be built somewhere closer to the people who will 
actually use it, not here simply because the developers felt our local officials were easier to "manage."  Placement of an uncontrolled 3-lane entrance/exit directly across from 
the elementary school is very dangerous for our children, and their parents who are having to park along the road to do pick-up/drop-off. The additional traffic will also make 
existing congestion even worse for those of us who live and work in the Millersville area. I worked in local policy with development planning, and this has all of the hallmarks 
of a half-baked plan that will destroy local character and safety, then fold in 5 years and leave a dangerously unoccupied urban eyesore in the middle of what was a suburban 
community.    Thank you in advance for your support of the Millersville residents, our environment, and our safety.

Gary Moore 2003 Baltimore Ave GAmbrills 21054 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I am requesting that the county council disapprove the lease for  a community sports complex in Millersville.  This is a rural community with one main 2 lane road.  This 
complex would cause major traffic issues in this area.

Denise Frey 1701 Underwood Rd GAMBRILLS 21054-1827 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This is a poor use of open space funds and not in keeping with Mr. Pittman's smart growth stance. The complex will add to traffic on major and side roads. There is no need 
for this project. The Severn Valley Tennis Club closed due to lack of support. Please stop this terrible plan.

James Gallagher 923Buttonwood Trail Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose High density project in a low density area?  Makes no sense and will create an unacceptable amount of traffic on a low density road.
elizabeth Sroka 1022 Arundel Station Rd Millersville 211-8 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose No to this project.  No to the lease.  This is a private for profit business using County funds on County property which is a NO. The project is too costly, it is too expensive for 

the average citizen to use, It is a commercial business of size and scope being built in a residential neighborhood that is zoned rural low density.  Shame on Anne Arundel 
County for the plans to destroy a quiet low density neighborhood.  The Millersville community and surrounding community need access to outside community parks which 
would be less costly than this behemoth.  if there is anything that the covid pandemic has brought home to us is that we need access to OUTDOOR experiences.  Put this 
money toward a community park and extending the South Shore Trail.

Ann Philburn 235 Nottingham Hill Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Michael C. Feldtmose 235 Nottingham Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This is very much needed
Donald Weller 120 Linda Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I oppose this lease as well as the overall plan to place a commercial-scale tennis facility in Millersville Park.  It’s not the right place.  This huge facility will draw traffic to 

inadequate roads and affect the quality of life for the local community, especially immediate neighbors.  There are also important concerns for the whole county.  The facility 
is expensive, and user fees will be too high for many residents.  Former private tennis venues in the County have failed or gone to other uses.  The process of planning the 
facility has ignored key stakeholders.  The County has not met requirements it would impose on a private developer building the same facility.  The County’s study of traffic 
impacts is not even completed.  I fully support the Old Millersville Neighborhood Association’s written testimony, which provides more details on these and other concerns.  
Please pay attention to that testimony and deny the lease.

Marlene Netherton 1146 Kathy Anne Ln Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Paula Moratto 4108 Curled Dock Lane Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I oppose the construction of a tennis facility in Millersville. There is too much traffic in the area already.  Also, we have enough tennis courts in the area, and the money could 

be used for other needs.
Mary Lynn Waldman 1644 Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Mary Lynn Waldman Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Why is the county even considering spending our tax dollars on a facility that will negatively impact the residents in this area while increasing profits for Coppermine owners?  

We don’t need or want more tennis courts!!  There are well over 100 tennis courts within a 12 mile radius [https://www.globaltennisnetwork.com/tennis-
courts/courts/city/2271-gambrills-maryland] . The Severn Valley indoor courts, within 2 miles of the proposed location, failed because it could not attract enough members.     
Coppermine envisions a “sports tourism destination” that will draw users from Washington, Baltimore, Annapolis, and all the communities in between.  This vision goes way 
beyond a park for Millersville or for the County.  If they’re looking to draw tourists, why not put it near Arundel Mills?  Or the state’s Crownsville Hospital area with its 
abundance of dilapidated buildings?  Or what about the Marley Station mall, which is largely empty?  It is already a commercial property with parking and easy access to 
major highways.  This is a residential area and we want to keep it that way.  We definitely don’t need or want more traffic on Millersville Rd.  I would ask the elected officials 
who are deciding on this matter to take a look at the number of accidents, including fatalities, that have occurred at the Rte 3 and 175/Millersville Rd intersection since Royal 
Farms and Wawa opened.  How many people have to die before you admit that drawing more traffic to this area is not a good idea!

Cecilia Diane Smith 2402 Falbrook Lane Crofton Maryland 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Our area has many facilities already in use by the public, the fair grounds, golf course, renaissance festival and the Millersville Land fill, these impact our roads and create 
congestion in our communities. We do not need a tennis park in our community too.  For this reason I oppose the tennis facility project.

Diana Linnekin 1124 Indian Landing Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Robert Urick 1430 Waterbury Rd CROWNSVILLE 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The entire Millersville Tennis Facility is an extremely bad idea that is highly opposed by the residents in the area, including of those in Millersville and Crownsville, and for the 

following reasons:  > The money spent on the project, approximately 8 million dollars, would be better spent and serve more country residents,it it was spent on more 
important things such as schools and road improvements, including the county roads near the failed state highway of Route 3.  > It's in the wrong area. The surrounding area 
is rural and the residents in the area have no interest in a tennis facility. Why not put the facility in a area where there are more residents that have an interest in tennis and 
let them bare the burden of increased traffic and other impacts on quality of life?  > It's unfair to other private fitness businesses. Why does Coppermine get an investment of 
8 million dollars of Anne Arundel county residents money, where other fitness businesses, such as gyms, yoga, etc. don't get such an investment?  I've been a county 
resident for nearly 35 years and in that time I've seen more and more decision by the county representatives that have adversely effected our lives. It's time for them to start 
thinking about the average, tax paying, hard working county residents.  Respectively,  Bob Urick

Margaret Clayton 533 Maple Ridge Lane Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
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Isabel Miles 877 Cecil Ave S Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I strongly oppose Bill 73-21 Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility and ask you to do the same.  I have lived in this community for many years and 
with all the recent growth, or some would say progress, my quality of life has declined.  Increased traffic and expense issues are primary reasons for my opposition, but there 
are a host of other significant reasons which should be red flags to this governing body.  If you are truly representing me and my neighbors — if you are truly working on 
behalf of our interests — you will also oppose this!  Please reject the lease agreement!!

John and Virginia Moyer 713 Doages Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose We live a short distance from Millersville Rd, at the site of the proposed tennis facility. We use Millersville Rd frequently to travel home from 97 and or Route 3. We are 
concerned about the increased traffic, people speeding through the school zone, and increase of people from other areas of the State. The tennis facilities on Rt 3 South 
went out of business many years ago, so building another one doesn’t make sense. I reviewed the lease contract and while there appear to be many safeguards built in, a 25 
year lease seems excessive. Should the business go bankrupt, our County will have to pick up the costs and taxes will be increased. We hope you will reconsider and realize 
the many costs and inconveniences our neighborhood will incure.

Deborah Weller 120 LINDA LN MILLERSVILLE 21108-2115 No Old Millersville Neighborhood 
Association

Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The county claims that there is a need for tennis courts. DRP’s 2017 LPPRP needs survey showed that indoor tennis is the ninth-ranked priority and there is a surplus of 
outdoor courts. The expenditure of funds on a tennis only facility negates the recreational needs of county residents for parks, open space, & renovation of older playgrounds. 
Also, private indoor tennis venues have failed–the tennis community did not support them. The county says Millersville Park is a good place for the tennis facility because it’s 
“centrally located.”  That is like saying a service demanded by city dwellers in New York and Los Angeles should be placed in rural Kansas because it's centrally located. 
That’s ridiculous--the service should be divided and placed close to each user group. Likewise, smaller indoor tennis facilities in the County should be placed near 
urban/suburban users, not concentrated on one site in rural/low-density Millersville. Millersville Park is a bad place for commercial-scale tennis facilities because of 
inadequate roads, no public water or sewer, and burdensome impacts on nearby residents. In a 5/27/21 letter to Millersville residents, CE Pittman admitted that Millersville 
Park is not a good location for the tennis facility but decided the project must go forward because of the effort and money already spent, especially $835,000 spent on site 
design. No one wants to waste $835,000, but this is just a drop in the County capital budget (0.2% of the FY22 total of $383 million). Focusing the decision on this money is 
an example of the "sunk cost fallacy". The fallacy describes a common human behavior--we irrationally continue to do something that doesn't make sense because we've 
already spent time or money on it.

YES

Leila Wagner 260 Capote Ct. E. Severna Park, MD 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Please support the Millersville Tennis Center with Bill 73-21
Karen Ann Douse 1146 Kathy Anne Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This far exceeds the originally proposed "tennis park" and will bring us closer to the traffic and crowd sizes a multi-use sports complex would see. I oppose this bill 73-21.
Wendy Jane Green 1652 Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Please select Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a resident, living directly on Millersville Rd, I do not want to see more traffic.  Right now we have lived at 1652 Millersville Rd for 1 year and we have had 4 vehicles land 

on our property to avoid vehicle collisions at the intersection of Cecil Rd and Millersville Rd.  The traffic has only increased due to the congestion of Route 3, people take 
Stevensville Rd to Cecil Rd to avoid it.  With the building of the Tennis and Sports Center, traffic will only increase with those from Washington DC, Baltimore, Annapolis and 
all surrounding areas.  I have already written to Anne Arundel County's Traffic and Engineering Maintenance requesting something be done about this intersection and the 
safety issues associated with it.  Just recently a camera was installed but this was because vehicles had been pulling out in from of emergency response vehicles.  Please 
consider those of us that live along this road. We have voiced our opposition to this Sports Center as well as the commercial property on the corner of Route 3 and Millersville 
Rd.  This will not only be an upset to the local community but will also become a safety issue as this road already has to much traffic and is a safety concern.

Julianne Bing 509 Little John Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Scott Blackketter 1594 Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 No Neighbors of Millersville Park 

Community Association
Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose See attached YES

James Buchanan 709 DOAGES DR MILLERSVILLE 21108-2128 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Should not be going in a residential area.
Angela Mangum 1134 Nichols Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This tennis facility would overwhelm the traffic on Millersville road and would create more difficulty than already exists getting in and out of Millersville elementary school.
Ken Hasenei 1643 Isabella Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This is absolutely unacceptable to have a commercial business across from a public elementary school on a two lane community road. Millersville Rd is over crowded with 

traffic coming from Route 3 and Generals Hywy!  This will cause many potential accidents around our school. A commercial/private club should not be supported or funded 
by the county. It’s UNLAWFUL !!!!  The county should never use our public funding to support such businesses. If we have that many funds available, they should be used for 
Educational purposes or to control traffic on Rt 3 and Generals Hywy!   There is a large partial of land at the old Crownsville State Hospital. This type of private business 
would fit perfectly at the site.  Currently, some of that property is being used for county sports, soccer and field hockey! The Coppermine LLC should purchase a partial at that 
site for its business venture!   The COUNTY SHOULD NOT BE USING ANY PUBLIC FUNDS FOR THIS VERY LIMITED USED SPORTS FACILITY. When you compare the 
need for YOUTH type athletic and play area needs, the private tennis club falls VERY LOW on this type of funding.  WHO ARE THE PARTNERS IN COPPERMINE?  ARE 
THEY COUNTY RESIDENTS? My representative better not support this Politically supported effort.  If anyone of the board wants to talk to me or visit this area during the 
busy times of the day to experience the dangers of the traffic, please contact me at the above addresses!  Ken Hasenei

Stewart L. Sullivan 1649 Millersville Rd. Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose According to I have read this sports complex etc. is not what is needed in this community and sure don't need the extra traffic.
Douglass H. Lamartin 115 MELVIN AVE ANNAPOLIS 21401-1220 Yes Annapolis Area Tennis 

School
Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The Annapolis Area Tennis School (AATS) is an award-winning, charitable organization dedicated to "Tennis for Everyone". AATS strongly supports the Coppermine Tennis 

Facility.  Our mission is to make tennis accessible, affordable, and possible for people of all ages and physical capability. AATS operates today from the spring through the 
fall on outdoor courts. We normally teach over 500 participants a year from Pasadena to Crofton. We are counting on the new facility to continue our program through the 
winter and to expand our offerings in the Millersville area.

Katie Riess 1129 NICHOLS CT MILLERSVILLE 21108-2169 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The proposed location of this expansive commercial enterprise is wildly out of step with the limited road capacity/size and rural residential area in which it would be wedged 
in.  It defies logic to place it along Millersville Road and is an assualt on the ever-shrinking open space areas adjacent to the Rt. 3 business corridor where such an enterprise 
should be located.  But then, API already exists there and hardly draws the tennis enthusiasts Coppermine insists is willing to drive from all over the state to enjoy.  Please 
deny this leave agreement.

Henry J. Powell VIII 1185 Thrush Ln 2214 Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Like many others in the area, I am strongly opposed to the proposed tennis facility for several reasons. Principally I believe it will add much congestion to a road that was not 
designed for that much additional traffic. Also and very important is it proximity to Millersville Elementary school which I believe creates the potential for danger to our 
children.

Jensin Sommer 23 Glen Ave Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I wholeheartedly support the leasing by Coppermine for a Tennis Facility. Indoor Tennis facilities in AA county are inadequate and Coppermine does a great job with its 
Baltimore venue. This Bill if passed will help more local youth from all walks of life to enjoy a lifelong sport.

Michele Matton 962 Sevarden Lane Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This project has turned into a hypocritical "bait and switch," using the power of the county to sneak in a private developer under its own auspices.  The county has not met its 
own standards for private development projects,(zoning/hearing/PDP/traffic study) despite County Executive Pittman's Smart Growth campaign promises  and the goals put 
forth in Plan 2040. This is a rural area with the nearest major intersection already deemed FAILING by the SHA. This project is not a "park" as initially promoted, this is a full-
scale commercial facility that aspires to become a "sports tourism destination" drawing users from communities far beyond our community while charging high fees. The 
public input process for this project was flawed and empty of real collaboration. Millersville Road was not built to handle excess traffic, and is already increasing in  traffic load 
from non-locals seeking to avoid the overdeveloped mess the county has allowed on Rte 3. When will you listen to the people that live in the area instead of the developers? I 
am personally very pro-sports and have several tennis players in the house, however I do not support this project in this location - it is not the right place for a project of this 
scale. Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Eric N. Stravitz 250 Millchurch Rd Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I strongly support this bill. Anne Arundel County needs a tennis facility for its residents. There are very few lighted courts in the County and an insufficient number during 
peak playing times. Further, the County has lost all of the courts that were once at the Community College in Arnold and at the former Severn Valley club in Gambrills. Many 
other courts in our small parks are insufficiently maintained. Further, the Courts that exist are now being shared with pickleball players resulting in an even greater net loss of 
court time for tennis. A dedicated tennis facility would be a great resource for the county to promote the health of its citizens through the great international sport of tennis. 
Please support this bill. Thank you!

Thomas Gillen 1642 Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose See Attached YES
Richard Whiteford 806 Robin Hood Hill Sherwood Forest , MD 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Yes, we can use more tennis courts
Melissa Hayes 338 N Ferry Point Rd Pasadena 21122 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Kenyatta Bush 434 Blossom Tree Drive Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel County is such a competitive town for tennis leagues that other counties form teams in our area to compete.  It is a disappointment that as a popular tennis 

community, we do not have adequate indoor courts to allow for sustained ply in Anne Arundel County
Caroline Cerniglia 3726 Ramsgate Drive Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Albert Marshal Krall 2 Edge Hill Rd Annapolis 21405-2033 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel county has a severe shortage of tennis facilities of this type. The construction and operation of this facility would add outstanding availability of a sport for all 

ages to our county amenities in the west county.
Daryl Williams 658 Maid Marion Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need this facility!!
Ann Margaret Beech 50 Highland Dr. Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose LOCATION - This location is a totally residential area, unlike the other Coppermine facilities that are located in industrial areas or strip mall. There are no sidewalks so all the 

elementary students either get dropped off or take a bus.  TRAFFIC - I have lived on Millersville Road since 1985 and the traffic has increased significantly. The access road 
across from Millersville Elementary is in a terrible location when you have school buses traveling down Millersville Road to pick up/drop off students for elementary, middle 
school and high school. And the Kingdom Hall has not opened yet on Sunrise Beach Road, but when it does, Saturday afternoon traffic will be crazy.  WATER - all the 
residents live on well/septic and with all the new houses being built putting a drain on the water table. I don’t want to dig a new well!  This facility DOES Not belong in our 
residential area!

David Gaudreau 346 Thorsby Hill Road annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Heidi Wood 814 Robin Hood Road Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Susan Whiteford 806 Robin Hood Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Please provide for more tennis courts
Samuel Tucker 663 Realm Court W. Odenton 21113-2901 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Teresa Taylor 25 Gassaway Ln Edgewater 21037-2781 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Tennis continues to grow in popularity in our community and is a sport that can be enjoyed from the very young to the very old. Please support additional tennis court facilities 

for our growing tennis community.
Nancy Prendergast 707 Robin Hood Rd Sherwood Forest 22405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Suzanne Gaudreau 346 Thorsby Rd Annapolis 21405-2012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Monica Bradley 661 Maid Marion Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Nancy B. Hirshman 846 Woodmont Rd Annapolis, 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Not  a single facility exists in Anne Arundel Country for indoor play that is open to the public.  At the Navy Brigade a military connection is required.  Absent a military 

member, the cost to play is expensive.  Surrounding counties have multiple indoor facilities and the cost is quite reasonable.  Tennis players here in our county have waited 
many years for The Tennis Center  to be built.  It is a asset that would be well-used and long overdue.

Liz Forgione 773 Robin Hood Hill Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
John Pellegrini 113 Edge Hill Road Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
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William Gaudreau 663 Maid Marion Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
glenn gilmor 403 Alan A Dale Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Shelly Seckinger Greenstone Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Stephen Doyle 246 Nottingham Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Anthony D Perry 100 Riggs Ave Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support A tennis facility will be a great community amenity.
Alexandra P Ripley 1620 Bay Head Road Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Andrew Bing 509 Little John Hill Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
KRISTEN KRALL 2 Edge Hill Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Kathleen Ruhl 802 Robin Hood Hill Sherwood Forest 21406 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Suzanne Kenney 807 Robin Hood Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Frank Cahouet 113 Chesapeake Ave. Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The Anne Arundel community needs this tennis center!
Pamela Cahouet 113 Chesapeake Ave Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Tami Burt 1027 Stonington Drive Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Sandra Anne Newman 8601 Roaming Ridge Way, Unit 204 Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Mary jo powers 620 basin way Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Ellyn McLaughlin 268 Rugby Ct Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Stephen Leo Holdiman 2617 Dragon Fly Way undefined 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need this facility in AA county. We have a strong and growing tennis community with limited indoor/outdoor courts. These courts will be well received and heavily utilized 

once in place. Please approve this bill as we have been waiting for this for a long time. Thanks! Steve Holdiman
Michael McGowan 10 Williams Dr Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Cornelia Wikar 1768 Baltimore Annapolis Blvd Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I have lived in Anne Arundel Co for 25 years and rediscovered tennis here about 10 years ago. It is my go to sport and have experienced the often difficult search for open 

courts, especially in the colder months.  Welcoming a tennis facility to our county would greatly augment the ability of tennis enthusiasts to enjoy their sport without having to 
drive to courts in adjacent counties or to not be able to play at all.

christine robertson 99 Compromise Street, Unit 5 Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Laura Laabs 1003 duckett farm way gambrills 21054 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Strongly support.  Thanks
Wendye Rich 1809 Francis Court Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Kim R Herman 508 Joseph Johnson Dr Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Melvin Petty 1575 Millersville Road Millersville 21108 Yes ERP International, LLC Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Since this project was announced I’ve driven past numerous tennis courts in the county to find them vacant most of the time. I don’t see how any reasonable person could 

justify using public funds on this project, especially when you consider the additional tennis courts coming online via the Crofton and Millersville High Schools. The current 
inventory of tennis courts provided by the county are currently underutilized. I also believe this project lacks the community and neighborhood oversight to ensure this project 
benefit the residents of Anne Arundel County.  I don’t see how this project benefits Millersville residents and surrounding neighborhoods. This project is targeted to an affluent 
clientele which does not reflect the Millersville’s economic demographics.   Furthermore, there are no amenities specially targeted for the residents of Millersville for the 
aggravation encountered daily (i.e reduced fees, sidewalk for accessibility, and traffic congestion).   I am strongly opposed to the county using public funds to support 
surrounding counties without a return on investment to the residents of Anne Arundel County.   My additional concerns are listed below:   Problems with the Tennis Center 
Plan and Lease The Department of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has signed a 25-year lease with Coppermine Fitness for the Millersville Park tennis center despite the 
following problems.  The County Council should reject the lease. Issues with the lease •       DRP has been saying that they will work out the fees, hours, and other 
operational issues after the lease takes effect. •       The lease does give DRP authority to annually review Coppermine’s plans for hours, fees, special events, and non-tennis 
uses, as well as authority to reject parts that DRP deems inappropriate. •       BUT… •       The accepted proposal provides Coppermine’s proposed fees and hours of 
operation. •       The proposed fees and hours are consistent with those at other Coppermine facilities. •       Coppermine’s projections of financial success are based on those 
fees and hours as well as some mix of non-tennis uses. •       The fiscal realities of covering costs and making a profit will limit DRP’s ability to change fees and hours or to 
restrict non-tennis uses. •       Unless DRP provides different numbers now, debate and decisions must be based on fees and hours in the accepted proposal (page 61).  This 
includes the debate on the lease bill before the County Council. •       This last point is critical.  The lease can’t be approved based on plans to figure things out later.  It must 
be evaluated on the best (and only) information available now—the information in the RFP, lease, and Coppermine’s proposal. •       The County has accepted responsibility 
for some poorly defined costs.  “The County will be responsible for all repairs of a capital nature due to extreme wear and tear on the building.” Economic issues •       It’s 
expensive •       $7.4 million of County and State POS funds in addition to $1.69 million for property purchase. •       Coppermine Fitness will spend $8 million, $2 million in 
cash and $6 million from a commercial loan. •       User fees from County residents will pay principal plus interest on the $6 million loan to Coppermine, facility operating costs 
maintenance costs, Coppermine’s profit, and rent to the County.  User fees will need to be high. •       Future County costs include capital maintenance for “extreme wear and 
tear” during lease, required buyback at the end of the lease, and “hidden” costs like road modifications to correct traffic issues. •       Before the lease is approved, the public 
and the County Council need to review a complete list of project costs, as well as likely future costs. •       Viability •       Private indoor tennis venues in the area have failed 
and switched to other uses, like indoor soccer. •       There is no reason to think that this project will succeed where so many others have failed. •       What is different is that 
taxpayers are heavily invested in this project. •       Should public funds be risked on a venture that so many private companies failed to make work? •       Coppermine’s full 
business plan (currently redacted from the proposal) must be available for public and Council review before the lease can be approved. •       Business fairness •       Does the 
large public investment give Coppermine an unfair advantage over other fitness businesses? •       Alternatives may be cheaper •       The mix of activities preferred by the 
local community may be cheaper. •       It might cost enough less to write of the off the $835,000 spent on tennis center design. •       No one wants to waste money, but the 
$835,000 must be considered in context—it is only 0.2% of the $383 million FY22 County capital budget and is less than the cost of 2 homes in Anne Arundel County at the 
August 2021 median home price of about $425,000. •       Site analysis like the geotechnical study might still be useful—not all the $835K would be wasted. •       We need an 
honest comparison of the costs and benefits of other alternatives. •       A multipurpose park could serve more residents and address more identified park needs. •       Is 
another plan a better value county and state recreational dollars? Equity •       Coppermine membership and court fees are too high for many County residents. •       The 
proposed fees are just as high as those of fully private facilities. •       The Coppermine proposal and marketing literature say their customers are “affluent.” •       Coppermine 
aspires to attract users from outside the County. •       Should public funds create facilities for the well-off, including some outside the county? •       Public money and 
precious public parklands should be used to create opportunities for all. •       A less expensive plan for Millersville Park could free funds to create or rehabilitate parks in 
underserved communities. •       A high-fee park does not support County commitments to equity as stated in the DRP vision and in the new General Development plan, Plan 
2040. •       Program Open Space requires that fees for POS-funded facilities be reasonable, accessible to the general public, and go to maintain the facility. Hypocrisy •       
The RFP and Coppermine’s proposal reveal that the current version of the tennis center is not a “park”; it is a commercial-scale tennis/fitness facility. •       Coppermine 
envisions a “sports tourism destination” that will draw users from Washington, Baltimore, Annapolis, and all the communities in between.  This vision goes way beyond a park 
for Millersville or for the County. •       If a private developer owned this property and tried to build this facility, the county wouldn’t let them. •       The developer would need a 
special exception for the RLD zoning, leading to an Administrative Hearing.  The County OPZ would recommend against the exception (inadequate road, changes to the 
character of the neighborhood, etc.), and the Millersville community would vigorously oppose it.  The special exception would be denied. •       The developer would also have 
to submit a Preliminary Development Plan, which would be reviewed by OPZ, other departments, and interested citizens. •       This Preliminary Plan would not be approved 
without a completed and accepted traffic study.  •       For consistency, the tennis project traffic study should be available for review before the Council approves the lease. •       
The county has not met the standards it imposes on private developers, despite CE Pittman’s Smart Growth campaign promises and the goals embraced in Plan 2040. •       
This is hypocritical and leaves citizens more vulnerable to arbitrary actions of the County than to private developers. Millersville Park is not the right place! •       The tennis 
center will consume undeveloped land in a rural/residential area, along an unnumbered rural road across from an elementary school. •       A tennis center should be in a 
developed area along a major road near the tennis-playing population. •       Coppermine’s 11 other fitness centers are examples of good locations. •       7 are near Interstate 
exits, 2 are on State highways, and 2 are in current/renewed industrial areas. •       5 are zoned industrial/manufacturing, 2 commercial/business, 1 agricultural, and 1 open 
space.  The last is high-density residential next to a business complex and major shopping mall. •       Millersville Park is not the kind of site selected for Coppermine’s other 
fitness centers. •       In a May 27 letter to Millersville residents, CE Pittman acknowledged that Millersville Park is not the right site for the tennis center: “I still didn’t like the 
location - too much impervious surface on virgin land, too much traffic already at Route 3 and 175, and not enough capacity on Millersville Rd.” •       Millersville Park is near 
the center of the county, but that doesn’t mean it’s well positioned to meet tennis demand.  Tennis facility placement should better reflect where potential users live. •       We’
re not against tennis, we’re against overuse of the Millersville Park property. Public input •       The neighboring communities are major stakeholders in Millersville Park. •       
DRP and their partners agreed to build a tennis center without engaging us at all. •       When we later shared concerns and preferred alternatives, DRP did not incorporate 
that input. •       DRP was so dazzled by the Tennis Alliance lobbying and cost sharing that it failed to consider other stakeholders and park alternatives. •       The Schuh 
administration created a Community Advisory Council (CAC) of Millersville residents, but their inputs on design and operation of the park have consistently been disregarded. 
•       The CAC provided the Administration the appearance of community outreach without the substance of true stakeholder engagement. •       These oversights violate core 
DRP values (responsibility, transparency, collaboration, communication). •       With this failure, the process was flawed from the beginning. •       Millersville Park is being 
done to the Millersville community, not for the community. •       The County must circle back to correct the oversights. •       DRP must revise procedures to ensure that this 
does not happen to your community in the future. Traffic •       This commercial-scale facility will draw traffic to Route 3 and its failing intersection with Millersville Rd •       The 
extra traffic will worsen congestion and safety problems on Millersville Rd and Cecil Ave. •       The entrance is 350 feet from the Millersville Elementary, possibly impacting 
school safety. •       There has been no consultation with the school itself or with the Board of Education on possible traffic issues with the project. •       The County’s study of 
traffic impacts will not be available until November 2021. •       The Council must not approve the lease until the traffic study is available for a reasonable period of review by 
the Council and the public. Summary •       There are concerns with the lease arrangement. •       Fiscal realities will leave little scope for the County to control fees, hours, 
and non-tennis uses, including special events. •       There are concerns with the costs and equity of the project. •       The County has not followed its own Smart Growth 
principles or the rules it imposes on private developers. •       Millersville Park is not the right place. •       The public input process was flawed. •       The facility will certainly 
increase traffic on already congested roads. •       This is not a Republican/Democratic issue, the problems occurred under leadership by both parties. •       We look to the 
Council for a bipartisan reset.  Please deny the lease.

Jennifer Goforth 761 Trenton Ave Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The community needs this
Ann House 916 Ravenshead Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Donna Prucnal 274 Lions Watch Dr Pasadena 21122 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Nancy McGee 1922 Harrington Pl Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Hillary Kuker 461 Penwood Drive Edgewater 21037 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Hoping the county is taking into consideration that this should be a park that has long term benefits and sustainability to our county and not just a for profit business.  If the 

county doesnt see this, as Howard county does, as an amenity to improve land values in the county, a sense of support for outdoor recreation to all county residents and an 
excellent source of tax revenue then they arent getting it and that is unfortunate.
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Bill Blum 632 Snow Goose Lane Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Sandra Anderson 728 Darlow Drive Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Jean Legal 3431 Larkington Drive Edgewater 21037 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Our county needs this facility. Tennis is a fabulous lifetime sport for all ages. All you need is a tennis racket.  I was surprised when I moved to AA county by the lack of public 

courts for playing. I strongly support this bill. Jean Legal
James Littlejohn 372 Sheffield Road Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We are the only major county in the Baltimore Washington area with out a public tennis facility.   Tennis is not just for the people who can afford to go to the country clubs. 

Tennis is for everyone!
Ashley Vaughn 2512 SUMMER RIDGE DRIVE ODENTON 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel County is in DESPERATE need of indoor tennis facilities. This is the best thing for our county/tennis community. I was born and bred in Millersville and this 

location is PERFECT.
Marla LaHaye 1825 Baltimore Annapolis Blvd Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Mary Ellen Hughes 2431 Bell Branch Rd Gambrills 21054 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Our county needs an affordable tennis facility.
Bryant Centofanti 313 Hollyberry Rd Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I believe the county could profit from having a facility like this by helping its citizens keep fit and enjoy the exercise.
Julie Webster 1616 Chapman Road Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support County has shortage of indoor tennis courts for current tennis community.
FRANKIE ADAMS 448 CROXTON CT SEVERNA PARK 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We support a much needed tennis facility in Severna Park. Thank you!
Raymond Gutkowski 434 Ferry Point Road Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This facility is a needed upgrade to current tennis amenities available in the county and would be an impressive addition to the overall recreational options in Anne Arundel 

County.
Helen Krone 202 W Lake Dr Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This facility is vital to the health and fitness of AA County.  The lack of indoor facilities right now is appalling.
MARTHA BUSTILLO 13301 big cedar lane Bowie 20720 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Scott Lloyd 7885 Pepperbox Lane Pasadena 21122 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Winfield Paul Mexcur 510 Thistledown Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I would love a tennis center in my community!
Cynthia Mexcur 510 Thistledown Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I would love a tennis center in my community!!!
Joe Langlois 302 Wembly Way Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This has been a long time in the works. Some people oppose everything. The county needs the facility. It is a healthy growing sport. Pickleballers will use it also.
Heather Dodd 1310 Argyll Dr Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I am a lifelong tennis player – it has kept my health and balance intact as I age, as well as giving me a community of people that I love to play tennis with.   My children are in 

elementary school and learning to play tennis. I hope they also become lifelong players. There are simply not enough courts in Anne Arundel County for active players, and 
not enough programs for those who want to learn tennis.   Please support the Millersville tennis center!

Stephanie Havard 1166 Mainsail Drive Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support My son and I are regular tennis players and would love a place to play in the cooler months, on rainy days and at night.  This county really needs an indoor tennis facility 
available to the public!!! Please proceed!

Lynn Bartolotta 6328 Woodcrest Dr. Ellicott City 21043 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Jennifer Sapp 33 Pocono Drive Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Heather Nesti, MD 2011 Flourmill Court Crownsville 20132 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I live a few miles from the proposed area.  Currently tennis options are limited in AACO.  We have many outdoor courts, most at schools so play time limited to after school 

hours. Indoor courts only at the Navy facility, only 6.  Tennis is a healthy life sport, and creates a large community for our adults, recreational leagues, group play.  I currently 
drive to Baltimore area to play indoor in the winter. I know others drive to Howard County, Prince Georges County, Baltimore County.  I believe our county should be able to 
offer its residents an indoor tennis facility.

Sam Grim 1816 Lang Drive Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Jessica Grim 7225 Wright Road Hanover 21076 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
William Bartolotta 6328 WOODCREST DR ELLICOTT CITY 210437970 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Deborah Kneavel 2931 Winters Chase Way Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Thomas Linke 933 Isaac Chaney Ct Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Strongly support the lease agreement. This facility is urgently needed and will greatly enhance both youth and adult recreational opportunities for the greater Anne Arundel 

community.
Cathy Officer 250 Providence Road Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need more facilities for tennis and recreation for the county.
Romel Dy 2259 Grand Court Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
John Davidson 306 Aston Forest Lane Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel county has no tennis facilities open to the public.  This needs to be rectified.  Currently we have to drive out of the county, in which we live, to be able to use 

one.
James Gonsalves 15 HERNDON AVE ANNAPOLIS 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I support the Coppermine Tennis Facility. I have traveled across the US and many counties offer these types of services to their constituents. This is the type of service which 

would keep me (and others) from moving in the future. Tennis popularity is growing again in the county and its blend of a fitness and social benefits is unique to other 
activities. The proposal seems reasonable and I hope is approved. It will have a positive impact on our quality of life in the County. It warms my heart when I hear our kids 
talking about playing golf at Compass Point. This can have the same impact for our youth, for our young adults and aging.

Lynn Buto 1601 Winchester rd Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Dale Clark 354 North Drive Severna Park 21146 No AACTA Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I will not be testifying but as a County taxpayer I wanted to show my support for the approval of the Millersville tennis facility lease approval.  Thank you
Lindsay Childs 26 Batchelors Choice Ln Lothian 20711 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Timothy J Mowry 234 Severn Drive Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Elizabeth Iliff 1604 Locksley Drive Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
John Zachry 7 Spring Haven Ct. Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Our community needs this healthy outlet for our residences. We are lacking in options for tennis and other recreational sports when compared to other areas of the state.
Russell Hester 8724 Thornbrook Drive Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Lynne Powell 99 Compromise st Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Richard D. Gong 1783 E. Regents Park Road Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The new tennis center will be an important venue for recreation, instruction, training, fitness, education, and shared family activity.  Indoor facilities will enable year round 

competition and lessons.  Tennis is literally a “game for life,” in several senses - it can be enjoyed by young and old, and every age in between, and tennis players tend to live 
longer and healthier lives due to regulation physical activity and the social interaction the game offers. Awarding the proposed contract will relieve the County of daily 
operations, while putting that responsibility in the hands of professional tennis facility management.

Kovalski Brian T. 1108 Sudbrook Place Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support That entire area needs to be revitalized and tennis is a fun and wholesome way to start that process.
Kenneth Bell 596A Whitney Rd Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Lloyd S Keys Jr 717 Mattawa Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Placing a commercial sports facility will disrupt the rural atmosphere of the area. It will overload Millersville Rd as well connecting roads with excess and unnecessary traffic.
Michele Weiss 7623 Beaver Road Glen Burnie 21060 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Emily Viguers 635 Breton Pl Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Cynthia Hargrove 2791 Topmast Court Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Julie Grignon 1039, Ulmstead Circle Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Our county needs more space for indoor and outdoor tennis courts.  The local high school courts are full every night of the week.  Since the Y in Arnold took away tennis we 

only have one place with indoor courts (Navy).  We need more options please.
Kim Piasecki 126 Market Street Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
KAREN S. BELING 3617 Branhum Rd EDGEWATER 21037 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Tennis promotes good health, both mentally and physically. There are currently not enough tennis courts or facilities in this area. This needs to change, therefore I support 

the approval of this lease agreement.
Jessica Marsh 8393 Greenstone Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Rick Chambers 2504 Windy Oak Ct Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need to keep Tennis alive in Maryland…it’s a sport of a lifetime
Stan Williams 1308 Bristol Ridge Place Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Pramit Patel 512 French Point Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I support the allowance of a leasing agreement to Coppermine Tennis Facility.
Pamela Tribino Davis 715 Intrepid Way Davidsonville 21035 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need more recreational facilities especially tennis courts.
Marla Lyn Lusby 1034 Old Bay Ridge Rd annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel county really needs this tennis facility, and it is time that it is made a reality! Thank you!
Sheila Norman 3554 Foxhall Dr Davidsonville 21035 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support As  a recreational tennis player, I strongly support this initiative and look forward to AACO having a top notch tennis facility.
Lara Buchanan 55 Bretton Reef Ct Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This facility would be such an asset to the county. I read tennis is the fastest growing sport in the world.  I think it would be great!
Adam Thomasson 19 B Saint Ives Dr. Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Our county is sorely in need of this facility. Our neighbors (PG, HoCo, DC) have seen the sport grow and flourish because of their commitment to tennis. Please make the 

right decision. This area deserves a safe and accessible facility to allow kids and adults to reap the benefits of good health, leadership and cooperation year round.
Ton Zwaard 900 Bay Ridge Avenue Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Ming Yee 578 Palisades Boulevard Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Rikke Kemp 235 Meadowgate Dr Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Jon Thompson 2200 Huntfield Ct Gambrills 21054 Yes n/a Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
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David John Hoefler 1158 Indian Landing Rd. Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The main reason I oppose this bill is simple.  About 3 years ago when we had the first meetings about the tennis club, it was proposed that the tennis organization at that time 
would come up with a predetermined amount of money as part of the funding for the tennis club.  The tennis club was going to get this money by selling private memberships 
to the club.  Their argument was that there was no where to play tennis in the central Anne Arundel County area any more.  There was never enough courts available for the 
current number of tennis players needing court time.  The tennis club stated that they would have no problem coming up with their portion of the note to build the club and 
park area.  The tennis club was never able to fulfill their part of the money note requirement.  Now, the Coppermine organization wants the county tax payer to foot the bill 
and they will lease the space for 25 years.  This is because they don't have enough paying customers to build the courts themselves.  Why should our tax dollars found 
ANOTHER bond issue that is specially tailored towards the wants of only a few people.  There is always courts available at the local parks and high school facilities.  There 
are other indoor clubs in the area already providing these services.  WE DON'T NEED ANOTHER AND ESPECIALLY FUNDED AT TAX PAYER EXPENSE!!!  Next reason.  
The land parcel where this club is to be built is not commercial.  The parcel is zoned RLD (residential low density).  The space was never intended for commercial traffic 
flows, regularly occurring large numbers of people into the area, and the clearing of acreage for such a building.  If the Coppermine company wants to build this facility that 
much, there are currently 8 commercial parcels of land on Route 3 both North and South bound only 1-2 miles from the proposed site.  Let the Coppermine company by one 
of those sites that is already commercially zoned and the problem is signed.  Route 3 in both directions is much better at handling the traffic load this facility will bring.  Much 
better then the current Millersville Road with only a single lane going in each direction.  Last point, there are already private and public tennis clubs and courts in the area 
serving the tennis playing public.  There is no need for a tax payer funded project catering to a small contingent of people.  Make the Coppermine company pay there own 
way.  This facility is simply not needed or wanted by the residents in this area!

Elizabeth appel 798 Manhattan Beach rd Severna park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Brandt Butcher 483 Fairoak Dr Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Brian Seckinger 8390 Greenstone Court, MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Anthony Oliver 1633 Coolidge Ave SEVERN 21144 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Hollis Smith Fussell 18 Carvel Circle Edgewater 21037 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Debbie & Steve Newcomer 1098 Colony Ridge Rd Odenton 21113-2011 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The tennis center slated for development in Millersville would be a great sports venue for the citizens of Anne Arundel county.  The tennis players of the county were very 

excited at the prospect of getting a new tennis venue featuring 16 outdoor courts and 8 indoor courts.  The county currently has no indoor facility except for the courts at the 
Naval Academy.  We are now faced with a downsizing of the project to just 8 outdoor courts.  The county has the potential to host the USTA Mid-Atlantic sectional events that 
are held 6 times each summer.  The USTA pays to rent the facility for the events and the area hotels and restaurants would reap the rewards for providing for hundreds of 
tennis players from Virginia and Maryland.  There is also the possibility of hosting the regional playoffs which are currently hosted in surrounding counties.  I think the county 
council and the county executive are being shortsighted about downsizing the project  and need to commit to the larger project as originally approved.  I can appreciate if 
local residents are unhappy and concerned with traffic, but wherever any facility for the citizens is built, there will be some disruption for residents.  The property is centrally 
located and would be a great benefit for many county residents.

Justin Bereznak 102 foxhorn way glen burnie 21061 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a long time AA county resident and tennis player I'm disappointed the county is even pursuing the idea of more tennis courts and not a park for ALL county residents to 
enjoy. The tennis courts I play on throughout the county are virtually empty and the money being spent on this venture could be better allocated. How many green areas or 
parks are located in AA county? The answer is very few. Please give this topic the attention it ultimately deserves.

Stephen Collier 10 Linda Lane Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This project is fiscally irresponsible to the citizens/taxpayers in this area and throughout the county. Impervious surfaces-we already have a flooding issue during heavy 
downpours and this facility would exacerbate the issue. Tennis is not such a popular sport that it guarantees the success of this facility where most others in the area have 
failed. Business ethics/fairness-Does the large public investment give Coppermine an unfair advantage over other fitness businesses? The roads in the area are not built to 
support the additional traffic potentially causing unsafe conditions for bikes, pedestrians, and school kids near Millersville Elementary School. Equity-  Coppermine 
membership and court fees are too high for many County residents. The Coppermine proposal and marketing literature say their customers are “affluent". Public money and 
precious public parklands should be used to create opportunities for all. Location-The tennis center will consume undeveloped land in a rural/residential area, along an 
unnumbered rural road across from an elementary school. Unacceptable, what are zone laws in place for if not to keep commercial facilities out of residential neighborhoods?

Mark Campbell 714 LaRue Road Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The Millersville Road location is the absolutely WRONG location for a tennis facility. The land where this would be built is a heavily wooded natural area. The narrow road 
cannot handle the traffic. There are many more appropriate locations in the county that would be much better suited for a facility like this. Please help us retain this area for 
nature!

Gail Campbell 1358 Millersville Road Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The proposed tennis facility would consume undeveloped, virgin land on Millersville Road, a very narrow road with an elementary school directly across the street. This is a 
rural area where abundant wildlife reside. The closest intersection, Route 3 and 175 is already a traffic nightmares for residents. There are many other place better suited for 
a tennis facility.

Katherine A Hare 921 LAKE DR ARNOLD 21012-1715 Yes AACTA Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Carey Stavrevski 501 Denington Ln Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I 100% support approval of this lease agreement. Currently, the closest indoor tennis to the area that is also available to the general public (i.e. not a country club) is the 

Bowie SportFit. Tennis is a great sport for people of all ages, and it would be great to have an option for tennis in the winter.
Joi Remoll 217 mt oak pl Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Randy Stevens 258 Woodard Rd Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support As at tennis advocate, player, coach, tennis pro, college and USTA OFFICIAL, Anne Arundel county has the least tennis options than any other Maryland county (indoor and 

low cost outdoor.)
Rick Maddox 136 Berrywood Dr Severna Park, MD 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Henry Carlson 767 Trenton Avenue Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne arundel needs more courts. Especially indoor
Caryn Vollmer 6714 Montell drive Highland 20777 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Diane Dunning McClatchy 640 Maid Marion Rd Annapolis 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The area is in desperate need of indoor tennis facilities.  Coppermine is well versed and provides a superior product.  A tennis facility would provide minimal impact to the 

surrounding neighborhood given its significantly smaller footprint of participants to square footage compared to other options like soccer and lacrosse fields.
Joan Radecke Brown 738 LaRue Road Millersville 21108-2155 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Tamara Hayes 204 Boyds Cove Court Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need year round tennis in Anne Arundel County.
Lynelle Wittmaack 3090 Scottsborough Way Riva 21140 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support This is a good option for year-round healthy, family-friendly activities.
Anne W. Myers 2012 Quay Village Ct. Apt. 102 Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel County needs a tennis facility.
Christine Kamenoff 117 Edelmar Dr. Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I am 72 years old and have played competitive and recreational tennis for 50 years. I am proof that this is a lifetime sport that offers health benefits and keeps me very active.   

It is especially needed for youth who embrace the skill and athleticism of the sport, learn respect and sportsmanship. I have volunteered for outreach tennis programs and 
watched parents appreciate and enjoy the volunteerism that is given by tennis players.   There are 501 c3 tennis organizations that have a long history of giving to the 
community.  I support them and want them to thrive and continue their selfless service.   The community aspect of this project is an important component that will benefit AA 
County.

Roselle Nicholson 1305 Pennington Lane North Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Scott Riess 1129 NICHOLS CT MILLERSVILLE 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Everything about Coppermine's commercial scale business entity  being dropped into a rural community on a rural roadway to the detriment of the AA Co. taxpaying citizens 

is wrong.  It is to the benefit of non-AA Co. business interests and would negatively impact almost all aspects of our lives in the immediate community surrounding the 
proposed site.  Beyond that, it's pure abuse of the AA Co. citizens tax dollars and infrastructure.  The entire project and it's sudden appearance in lieu of the "tennis park" 
originally proposed smacks of bait and switch corruption.  Deny this lease.

Jeffrey Spencer 8379 Scarlet Glen Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Nicole Foster 1807 Stonegate Ave. Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support There is a great need for a large tennis facility in this area! We could especially use indoor courts bu the outdoor courts are greatly needed as well. USTA has a very active 

community in AA County without a larger community tennis center to support it. Thank you, Nicole Foster
Christina Anthis 1003 New Dawn Lane Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support My son would love the ability to play tennis year round! As it is now we are severely limited by the weather. In my opinion it's about time tennis got some serious 

consideration. There are no close by public tennis courts so to have something available would be amazing for all those kids who don't play the more traditional sports. 
Believe it or not, not all kids play soccer, football or baseball. It's time to support non-traditional sports! thank you for your time.

Jane Friedrich 129 Severn Ave Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Alison Bailey 513 Teak Rd Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support The tennis facility will have a great impact on the community and I’m exited to see the county support such a wonderful endeavor.
Jonathan Alan Gladstone 102 Round Bay Rd., Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Leslie Baird 163 Friar Tuck Hill Sherwood Forest, 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We need the tennis center!!! Anne Arundel is lacking in tennis facilities compared to other counties in MD. This would add a beautiful park amenity for all to enjoy.
Shalita Williams 4521 Dr Beans Legacy Circle Bowie 20720 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Cathy Shields 7006 Channel Village Ct, unit 102 Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We have lines of juniors waiting to play tennis year round and have a real need for a central location for Anne arundel county players of ALL ages to play throughout the 

year!!!
Tara Ritter 213 N. Linden avenue Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Please make this happen!
Michael Rittet 213 N. Linden Avenue Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Get this done. We are the only county that does not provide its residents ample space to play. Go look at Howard there’s a facility in every corner.
Karen anderson 1612 Ridout Road Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Emily Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I am a youth player and we NEED more places to play year round!
Caroline Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Caitlyn Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Dave Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
stacia Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support We are in desperate need of a dedicated tennis facility!  Please continue to support this.  More than 2,500 tennis adult players PLUS many more youth need this!
stacia Bontempo 1023 Carrs Rd Annapolis 21403 No Anne Arundel County Tennis 

Association
Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support AA county does not have a dedicated indoor tennis facility.  In fact, Navy Brigade is the only indoor tennis facility in the county and it's dedicated to supporting the 

midshipman (so not open full time to the public).  PG County has 3 dedicated public tennis facilities, which are consistently booked.  PG County has done an excellent job of 
supporting tennis and recreation in their county.  It's time for AA county to step up it's game!

Maryrose Frey Eichelberger 950 Indian Landing Road MILLERSVILLE, MD 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Stephanie Reza 730 Larue Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
Kathleen Diane Rabenovets 761 Seneca Drive Odenton 21113 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
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Ryan Rosencranz 1196 indian Landing Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose 110% Opposed.
Karen Schecter 3003 Solstice Lane Annapolis 21401 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Andrea Terry 1410 Pennington Ln S Annapolis 21409 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I’m writing to support bill 73-21, for the tennis facility. A tennis facility  greatly benefit our county! Tennis has been wonderful for our residents’ mental and physical health, 

especially during the pandemic. So many people, including my entire family, would use and enjoy this facility. We have limited places to play - no easy affordable access to 
indoor courts or many courts with lights. Please support this bill.  Thank you.

Rose Stevenson 1709 Braddock Drive Crofton 21114-3259 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Holly Hill 101 Roads End Lane Severna Park 21146 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
George Timothy Scoville 1452 Harwell Avenue Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Dina Caddeo 8233 Hortonia Point Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Carol Dress 1810 Harewood Lane Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support I would love the use of an indoor tennis facility. This facility will be great for adult’s and children’s physical fitness and mental health.  A very positive addition to Anne Arundel 

County. Thanks for your time.
Mary Arnold 3111 Gosheff Lane Gambrills 21054 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support Anne Arundel County is in need of more recreation facilities.  Other nearby counties have far more public parks with tennis courts and indoor tennis facilities. Parks like these 

promote exercise and increase well being in communities.  They provide a place for community members to congregage and encourage youth to engage in productive and 
healthy activities.  Please approve the Millersville Tennis Facility for Anne Arundel County.

Deb Alban 1024 Clumber Hill Sherwood Forest 21405 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Steve Graham 1017 Wheatfield Dr Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support My fourteen year old son, who is on the ACCTA team, would like to be able to play all year around and his parents like it to be a place where  it is convenient and affordable.
Tracey ernst 164 severn way Arnold 21012 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
Lisa Graham 1017 Wheatfield Dr Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support
John J. Bereznak 732 Conoy Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The Coppermine Racquet and Fitness Facility from Baltimore Co. will be an expensive long term cost for Anne Arundel County citizens to the benefit of the few elite who can 

afford the membership. My taxes should not support this for the next 25 years. Complaints about increased traffic on Rt.3 and Millersville Road and elementary school safety 
are ignored by officials.   PLEASE OPPOSE.

Donald R. Evick 225 Percheron Court Gambrills 21054 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The proposed tennis complex is not compatible with the character of the neighborhood.  Millersville Road is a peaceful, predominantly residential area which will be adversely 
impacted by this project.  This project will greatly increase the traffic and safety concerns on Millersville Road.  Noise and stormwater pollution will also greatly increase.  AA 
County probably does need more tennis courts but we don't need to build a regional tennis facility that would attract people from other counties.  Build this facility somewhere 
else in the County that does not harm an established residential area.

Andy Plattner 1573 Millersville Road MILLERSVILLE 21108-2117 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I've attached a quite short statement summarizing why I believe you should reject the Coppermine lease as a bad deal for the County and a terrible thing for those of us who 
live near the proposed Millersville Park.

YES

Barbara Jean Stack 604 Topland Dr. Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I am strictly opposed to The Tennis Center at Millersville Park being built for two reasons: 1. It is the wrong facility in the wrong place.The scope of the project is completely 
out of line with the demographics of AA county. I've been a tennis professional for 40 years, several years at Columbia Association. AA County is not Columbia, nor is it 
Montgomery County. This tells me the plan is really not for AA county tax-paying residents. You would be using my tax dollars to prop up a for-profit company, which 
obviously plans to solicit non-county residents to make it viable. 2.To inject a huge facility like that, with its associated lighting, paving, noise, traffic etc. into a residential 
community is preposterous. Build at Corridor Park where infrastructure already exists, other uses already bring people there and it's within 2 miles of restaurants, hotels and 
highways.Take a football field - already cleared land, and  convert it to a 6 court indoor facility. No outdoor courts are necessary. This boneheaded Millersville project has 
been shoved down the throats of tax-paying residents in this area -like me, long enough, way past the point of absurdity. What would be even more absurd is if you disagreed 
with the project scope and location, but approve it anyway just so you won't appear to have wasted $800k+. So you'll waste millions more instead! That would be rather dumb 
and spineless. Admit this thing is a loser in both scope and location, vote it down once and for all, and move on.

Deborah Unitus Bereznak 732 Conoy Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This property was supposed to be a park for both average and poor people. This bill makes it a commercial venture for the elite. Please vote against this bill. The extra traffic 
and safety issues on Rt. 3 and Millersville Rd have been ignored. Drawing on the aquifer for this property threatens the well water we need to survive in our homes. Affects 
on our environment have never been answered. Our many pleas for information and in-put are dismissed by elected and government officials.

YES

Lina Brunton 900 Workman Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Please vote to reject the lease to the Coppermine Tennis Facility in my neighborhood.  This is being done against what the families here need.  We need more open space in 
the form of a park, not a high-cost tennis facility that me and my kids won't use.  A real park that kids and families could use would also be better for the environment.  A huge 
building and parking lots and traffic will add even more run-off to Severn Run.  Traffic on Rte 3 at Millersville Rd is already quite bad and this will only add to it.  Please vote to 
reject the lease and make this land into a green park for all of us to use.

Amanda Foreman 1045 plum creek dr Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose
John Ensor 1133 Nichols Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Regarding bill-73-21, I oppose the lease for the Sports Complex to be built across from Millersville Elementary School. I am a voter that lives off Millersville Road, in 

Millersville. This is a residential area, the roads and character of the area are not conducive to a facility described in the ordinance for the Coppermine Tennis facility. This 
development project has been misrepresented by the county from the very beginning.   Millersville Elementary school is directly across the street from the proposed facility. 
There are no continuous sidewalks on either side of the road, and there is not a sufficient shoulder to even ride a bike through this section of Millersvile road. I know, since I 
have tried to ride and walk a dog in this area, and it is a terrifying experience.   How about fixing the infrastructure road issues first before spending more of our tax dollars? 
This is what I want my county government to do, improve the quality of our existing environment, not get into a public/private partnership to provide services that are not 
wanted by the people that live here.   What problem is the county trying to solve here? This is a perfect example of aggressive development in AA County - just look at the 
mess along Route 3 from Millersville Road all the way to PG County line. It's become a parking lot at times, and an autobahn at other hours.   Wake up and focus on what is 
important in the community. This facility is not one on those important issues.  Thank you,  John Ensor

Robert K Oberteuffer 1137 Nichols Ct Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Hello,  As a long-time resident (20+ years) of Millersville, I've seen the slow degradation of our semi-rural environs due to the seemingly endless appetite of commercial 
development. Properties, forests are swept away and replaced with strip malls and high density housing with no apparent consideration to the infrastructure required to 
support the influx of traffic and people or to the diminishment of quality of living for those individuals, families and small businesses impacted by the unbridled development.  
The proposal to allow development of a large scale for-profit tennis center in the heart of a rural residential neighborhood defies even a small semblance of reason. A two 
lane road supports traffic on this road which intersects with one of the most dangerous intersections I've ever navigated (I don't let my children drive the route it's so bad and 
notorious for accidents) would support access to this facility which also happens to be directly across from an elementary school which already has serious traffic congestion 
issues. I know because all my kids attended Millersville Elementary.  There are the other considerations which I'm sure you've heard echoed in other correspondence 
regarding the suitability of a for-profit tennis "sport tourism destination" which many of the residents wouldn't be able to afford so I'll not reiterate. All I can say is I'm guessing 
the committee reviewing this project has yet to actually visit the location to see how wholly unsuitable it is for this type of development. Anything other explanation smacks of 
the corporate coziness that has brought this area to the state in which it now finds itself: overdeveloped with no plan or budget to remediate existing issues.  Regards,  Rob 
Oberteuffer

Andrew Doyle 1645 Millersville Rd Millerville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose As a resident of Millersville Rd I am very against the proposed tennis facility.  I feel that it will increase the traffic on Millersville road significantly and have a negative impact 
on quality of life, safety, and congestion (especially at the rte 3 light).  Please vote to oppose this proposed legislation.  Thanks for your attention.

Jeff Salinger 1649 Isabella Court Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Support A much needed project and excellent use of the existing property!
Barbara Weller 1040 Tudor Dr Crownsville 21032 Yes Barbara Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I oppose the proposed Millersville Park Sports Complex across from Millersville Elementary School.  This is the wrong location for development of a sports complex. I ask you 

to oppose this lease.  This facility is being promoted as a regional attraction for sports, as well as possible uses for special events such as trade shows, graduations, 
weddings, which translates into increased traffic.  Over the past thirty plus years, our government has spent so much money to "study" the traffic congestion on the nearby 
route 3 corridor, while with dismay, I've watched ramped up commercial development along route 3 near Millersville Rd. The intersections near Route 3 at Millersville Rd and 
Route 3 at Route 175 have historically been notorious for vehicle accidents with deaths and injuries. Why do we need to increase traffic onto already overburdened 
roadways?  Why do we have to needlessly increase traffic on a narrow road near an elementary school?  This is NOT smart growth.  From an environmental perspective, 
why should our precious undeveloped green space be paved when there are unused but developed locations sitting idle, such as the Marley Station Mall. This is NOT smart 
growth.   This is the wrong location for development of a sports complex.  I ask you to oppose this lease.  Thank you. Barbara Weller

Susan Campana 622 Maple Hill Lane Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose We do not need anything else to add to the traffic!!!
Daniel Weller 1008 Cecil Ave. South Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose The proposal as stands would be unfortunate and prevent many local residents from using the new "park" due to the fees associated with the facility. I think the open space 

would be better served without the private partnership, as a public park/sports complex
Joseph DeMattei 1135 Nichols CT Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose Anne Arundel County is grappling with the results of an epic pandemic, homelessness, hunger, social upheaval and crime. It is unfathomable that the county would choose to 

spend millions on a tennis facility that acknowledges that its potential customers are the "affluent". This is a time where members of the County Council can shine and say 
"no" to this reckless waste of taxpayer funds, or turn a blind eye to residents and say "let them eat cake"

Michelle Ripple 1768 Baldwin Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I am writing to ask the Council to oppose this bill and lease to the Coppermine Racquet and Fitness Center LLC. This location on a local road that is essentially rural in nature 
will worsen traffic congestion and will decidedly be a safety issue for the east entrance to Millersville Elementary School.  Cecil Avenue is already experiencing traffic 
congestion issues as it is used as a major cut-through access to Millersville Road and to MD Route 3. The complex will certainly draw additional traffic to Cecil Avenue, 
Millersville Road, MD Rt. 3.  The intersection of Millersville Road and Route 3 is already a very dangerous intersection as it does not meet the needs of the level of traffic it 
carries and the road design is failed. The extra traffic will worsen traffic congestion and safety problems on these local roads.  A facility like this belongs in a developed area 
near suitable roads, not on undeveloped land along a rural road across from our Elementary school. Please oppose this bill!

Wayne H West 859 Whisper Dr. Millersville 21108-2168 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose 1. Noise in the area during Tennis tournaments. Since, in the study at the end of the build it will consist of 8 indoor courts and 8 outdoor courts with outdoor lighting they are 
obviously targeting evening tournaments. ( This will be much bigger draw than they are admitting to.) 2. Has there been an environmental impact study done and where is the 
report. I don't believe that you can have 24 hard surface courts, a 156- car parking lot, a locker facility and club house with rater large water and sewage requirements without 
environmental impacts. We need to know how all of these are being addressed. We already have lots of experience due to I- 97 that their experts have proven to be clueless 
when it comes to water runoff. Also, this area is already having well issues. most new wells are required to go down to the third level aquafer to get water, which means we 
sure do not need an additional large draw or you and I could be in for a huge cost for new wells. 3. Housing resale values. There are a lot of potential buyers that will not want 
to live next to a sports complex or anything with the horrendous traffic situation they are looking to create. 4. Historical property impact. Along Millersville road there are at 
least 6 properties that are in the Maryland Historical Trust some of them are also registered in the National Historical register. Any changes to Millersville Rd. will have a 
impact on these properties several date back to when England controlled the area many years prior to the 1776. By the way this farm (Millersville Park) was originally part of 
the Bunker Hill tobacco plantation. So, i think it has worked just fine as a farm for the last 300 years or so, it begs to question (Why pave it?). 5. Another concern which would 
be security of the facility. Currently there is 33 acres of land without any form of security or barriers. Once this area becomes known to outsiders you will have to have a way 
to secure it, especially at night. A simple drive-by of police will not do it. People would have access to the surrounding neighborhoods from inside these grounds without some 
form of security on-site.
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Phillip A Queen 1494 Waterbury Rd Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I’m 62 years old and my family has lived in this area since the 1940s. The area has seen tremendous growth over the years with new housing constantly going up. The 
county already has three parking areas and trails within a half mile radius of this project and possibly a fourth with the acquisition of the Forney property on Severn Chapel rd. 
The traffic in our area is already difficult and this project will only make it worst. We like the rural feel of the area and this plan will drastically change this. Also the traffic at 
Millersville rd and Rt 301 is..at most dangerous with constant accidents. Sincerely, Phillip A Queen

Anthony Stellaccio 1266 Dorothy Rd Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This proposal would fundamentally and negatively alter the character and assets of this community, which is already enduring the impacts of surrounding development. Not 
only this, but this facility would be wholly antithetical to the needs of this community and sacrifice local well being for the benefits of a limited economic strata, while others in 
our community continue to lack resources. As a life long resident of this community I am firmly opposed to this bill.

Susan Urick 1430 Waterbury RD Crownsville 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose First - this tennis facility will not benefit the residence of this neighborhood. It will bring in many people from other neighbors. Second - millersville road already can get so 
backed up, this will only make it worse.  Third - it would be better for this area to benefit a wider variety of residence.

JoAnn Cook 1303 Pecantree Court Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I have several concerns about the proposed sports complex: 1. Location 2. Location 3. Location IF something like this sports complex needs to be built, I recommend locating 
it near a major, existing road system, not along a  peaceful road in an undeveloped, rural setting. Once those undeveloped areas are gone, they are gone. IF this sports 
complex needs to be built, perhaps it could be built in one of the county's most "affluent" neighborhoods, since that is the segment of society they are targeting. IF this sports 
complex needs to be built, a very careful traffic study  MUST be conducted. I recommend that everyone who votes on this bill first sit in the existing traffic on Route 3 and do 
some serious thinking about the need for and location of yet another building project in the county. Thank you for hearing my concerns.

Nancy L McCarra 1309 WATERBURY RD CROWNSVILLE 21032 Yes Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose This facility will cause too much traffic in a school area. The space should be used as a county park. I oppose this unnecessary for-profit sports complex.
John Snyder 1720 Baldwin Drive Millersville 21108 Yes Personal Use Bill 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility Oppose I strongly oppose approval of this lease agreement. The location is entirely unsuitable for the planned facility - I was opposed when it was an AA County-Tennis Alliance 

operation, but now that the plan is to lease the land to a for-profit organization that will cater to even fewer people, I can't believe the county has moved forward with this. The 
only people that appear to benefit from this arrangement are Coppermine - certainly not area residents. What was wrong with just a park? You plan to take public land and let 
a corporation charge people to use it? There are numerous locations more suitable to the increased traffic this facility hopes to generate - Millersville Road struggles with the 
traffic on it now, particularly given that our Elementary School is right down the road from the planned entrance. This facility should be located where there is already 
infrastructure to support it, not on a narrow rural road. And how does this mesh with the stated intent of making Route 3 limited access? I didn't buy a house here hoping the 
county would pave everything near me and lease it to developers. We don't need a facility like this in our rural neighborhood.

250
Kim Heinrich 1629, Millersville Rd Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 74-21: Sub & Dev – Site Development – Exemptions Oppose Millersville Road is already heavily congested with school, church and residential traffic.  The communities are land locked and because of the heightened frustration people 

are experiencing with their daily commutes, this road is prone to excessive road rage, and frequent hazards. No one can safely walk or ride a bike on this road because it’s 
too dangerous.  While we have the trail, it too is congested with people who live here and those being drawn here to use the trail.  Parents picking up kids from school are 
blinded by trees and make near miss decisions. How about 97?  It’s more logical to access from the highway.  Widen the road to add shoulders on both sides first.  Add 
sidewalks for safety.  Consider that this road is the only road that allows ease of traffic and access to route 3.  No more traffic please!

rich minor 2007 HUNTCLIFF DR Gambrills 21054 Yes Bill 74-21: Sub & Dev – Site Development – Exemptions Support We need a county tennis center!!!!  This has been going on way to long. Gounty residents need more exercise not poor development ideas.
2

David Humphreys 788 Moorings Circle Stevensville 21666 Yes Res. 49-21: Support of a replacement Chesapeake Bay Bridge Oppose YES

Theophilus Britt Griswold 823 Holly Drive East Annapolis 21409 Yes Res. 49-21: Support of a replacement Chesapeake Bay Bridge Oppose

Whether intended or not this Resolution supports the selection of the Route 50/301 corridor as the single final corridor for the only future bay crossing bridge.  The support 
and approval of this Resolution will have the inevitable impact of eliminating the consideration and analyses of any other corridor in the state.   This Resolution, at this time, 
will impact the county’s and others ability to negotiate with the project sponsors, the MDTA and the Federal Highway Administration.  The project sponsors would nullify any 
concerns AA County raised about selection of this single corridor 7 artery.    This Resolution is a complete position reversal of Council Resolution 32-21 approved this last 
June.  That earlier resolution promoted a revision of the NEPA Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) process with further consideration of a new bridge location 
outside Anne Arundel County.   If the State were to settle on a new bridge outside AA County, the current bridge would see traffic relief and still be viable for another 44 
years. The 2015 Life Cycle Cost Analysis report, indicates in their analysis that “…..the existing structures can be maintained in fair or better condition through 2065….”.   The 
projected maintenance cost of current bridges of $3.25 billion over 50 years (2015-2065) averages $65 million per year. What we don’t know is how much the annual upkeep 
on a new huge bridge will be. Without this knowledge, how can we claim a new bridge here is a better deal for the residents of AA County than a new bridge located 
elsewhere, providing an alternative route when things go bad, as they regularly do?  I do agree that ultimately a new bridge is needed to replace the current bridges, which 
still have a long possible life. But to short circuit the process that I believe could provide a better result, when we are so near the decision point, seems like a bad choice.  We 
have a full “systems” problem with the bridge and the corridor. What would be an appropriate resolution is a request to speed up all plans to manage and improve the 
handling of traffic issues we have with our current bridges and surrounding corridors, which will be with us for probably 5-10 years at least no matter which course the State 
takes.   I urge the County Council to hold off on this Resolution UNTIL the Federal Highway Administration return their guidance on the State’s proposal. The end is not that 
far off.  There would be a different argument to make with the knowledge that a new bridge elsewhere will be redirecting a sizable portion of our future traffic.

Kenneth Bell 596A Whitney Rd Severna Park 21146 Yes Res. 49-21: Support of a replacement Chesapeake Bay Bridge Support
3
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Building a Better World for Tomorrow 

 

 

September 20, 2021 

 

The Honorable Sarah Lacey  

Chair, Anne Arundel County Council 

44 Calvert Street,  

Annapolis, MD 21401 

 

SUBJECT: Support for Anne Arundel County Council Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital   

  Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring 

 

Dear Chair Lacey and Members of the Anne Arundel County Council, 

 

On behalf of my firm, I am writing to urge you to support and pass Bill 72-21: Purchasing – Capital 

Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring.  

My firm was founded in and proud to be in Anne Arundel County. We strongly believe that adopting a 

prevailing wage ordinance will greatly benefit county taxpayers, county construction contractors, and 

county construction workers. It will be a win-win for all parties.   

From the construction contractor perspective, it levels the playing field as it sets a floor for wages by which 

all contractors must abide. Having a wage floor helps reputable, local contractors like my firm to complete 

and win work. And when more local contractors win work, more dollars are spent locally, boosting tax 

revenues. The additional tax revenue generated by prevailing wage creates the opportunity for Anne 

Arundel County to fund priority projects like hiring more teachers, raising teacher pay, hiring more police 

officers, and building up the transportation fund. 

We also support the local hiring component of Bill 72-21, which requires county contractors to use best 

efforts to fill at least 51% of new jobs required to complete the capital improvement contract or capital 

project with county residents. It is important that taxpayer dollars create taxpayer jobs. 

We urge the County Council to pass Bill 72-21 as soon as possible. Thank you for the opportunity to share 

our thoughts and on this very important bill. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Carl Neimeyer 

President 

Bernward Mechanical and Construction Solutions 
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Testimony of Kurt Snyder, 

Marketing and Communications Manager, 

Sheet Metal and Air Condition Contractors Association, Mid-Atlantic Chapter 

on 

Anne Arundel County Council Bill 72-21: 

Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring 

Position: Support 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify this evening. My name is Kurt Snyder. I am the Marketing 
and Communications Manager for the Mid-Atlantic Chapter of the Sheet Metal and Air 
Conditioning Contractors Association, or SMACNA for short 

SMACNA is a worldwide organization that represents more than 3,500 union HVAC and sheet 
metal contractors. We have 45 member firms headquartered in Maryland, including many with 
offices in Anne Arundel County. 

SMACNA fully supports Bill 72-21. From a contractors’ perspective, prevailing wage is very 
helpful. That’s because prevailing wage requirements level the playing field for reputable, high-
road contractors like the members of SMACNA. Prevailing wage prevents low-road contractors 
from undercutting high-road contractors committed to paying decent wages and benefits. Prevailing 
wage signals to high-road companies that they can compete for and win government contracts. 
Experience shows that by raising standards for workers, governments can encourage more 
companies to bid for contracts. 

SMACNA also supports the local hiring portion of Bill 72-21. It is good public policy to have local 
taxpayer dollars create for local jobs for Anne Arundel County residents. And with prevailing wage 
in place, local residents will not need to commute out-of-county to earn decent, family supporting 
wages. And for local contractors, that also makes it easier to retain a quality workforce. 

On behalf of all the contractors who belong to SMACNA, we urge the County Council to pass Bill 
72-21 as soon as possible. Thank you for the opportunity to share our thoughts and on this very 
important bill. 



Written Testimony of Larry Stafford,

Executive Director of Progressive Maryland

on

Anne Arundel County Council Bill 72-21:

Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring

Thank you for the opportunity to submit written testimony in support of Bill 72-21: Purchasing –
Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring. My name is Larry Stafford,
and I am the Executive Director of Progressive Maryland.

Progressive Maryland has thousands of members across the state, including a chapter in Anne
Arundel County. Progressive Maryland is a multi-racial, working-class political organization that
is building a movement to save our planet and put working people in control of our government
and economy while ending all forms of structural oppression within our state.

We at Progressive Maryland support Bill 72-21 because it will improve workers’ wages and level
the playing field for all contractors. Without prevailing wage, low-road contractors will cut
wages to the bone to try and win work—at the detriment to workers. As we seek to recover
from the Covid-19 pandemic, policies like prevailing wage are more important than ever.

Moreover, with a prevailing wage law in place, Anne Arundel County will be shifting
employment on county public works projects to county residents, which will have a positive
economic impact on its local economy. According to a recent study, applying prevailing to the
county’s current six-year capital budget generates 400 jobs in the county for construction trades
and other workers.

Progressive Maryland also supports the local hiring component of Bill 72-21, which requires
county contractors to use best efforts to fill at least 51% of new jobs required to complete the
capital improvement contract or capital project with county residents. It is important that
taxpayer dollars create taxpayer jobs.

We at Progressive Maryland urge the County Council to pass Bill 72-21, and send it to the desk
of County Executive Pittman as soon as possible. Thank you for the opportunity to share the
viewpoint of Progressive Maryland on this very important bill.



	

Maryland Pennsylvania Virginia |www.wearecasa.org |1-866-765-CASA 

	

	

	

	

 
 

Written Testimony of Lydia Walther-Rodriguez,  
Central Maryland Director, CASA   

on 
Anne Arundel County Council Bill 72-21: 

Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local 
Hiring 

	

Thank you for the opportunity to submit written testimony in support of Bill 72-21:  
Purchasing – Capital Improvement Contracts – Prevailing Wage and Local Hiring. My 
name is Lydia Walther-Rodriguez and I am the Central Maryland Director of CASA. 
 
CASA is the largest grassroots immigrant advocacy organization in the Mid-Atlantic 
Region.  We have 2,365 members in Anne Arundel County and are committed to 
blending human services, community organizing and strategic campaigns to serve the 
full spectrum of needs, dreams and aspirations of our members.  

CASA strongly supports Bill 72-21. The Covid-19 pandemic vividly illustrates the 
adverse impact that systemic racism, including wage discrimination, can have on 
people of color. Prevailing wage laws establish wage floors for different types of 
construction work on public projects based on what workers actually earn in a 
community. Economic research shows that these laws also reduce racial income 
inequality in construction. Prevailing wage laws also help prevent misclassification and 
wage theft in the construction industry. Misclassification, or the illegal classification of 
workers as independent contractors, is rampant in the construction industry and 
disproportionately affects workers of color, including many of CASA’s members 
 
In addition, prevailing wage requirements prevent low-road businesses from 
undercutting high-road employers committed to paying decent wages and benefits in 
bid competitions. Providing employers with a clear guideline for what is an acceptable 
rate of compensation signals to high-road employers that they can compete for and win 
government contracts. Experience shows that by raising standards for workers, 
governments can encourage more companies to bid for contracts. 
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CASA also supports the local hiring component of Bill 72-21, which requires county 
contractors to use best efforts to fill at least 51% of new jobs required to complete the 
capital improvement contract or capital project with county residents. It is important 
that taxpayer dollars create taxpayer jobs, and targeted hire provisions can help 
increase recruitment of women and Black and Latinx workers in the construction 
industry. 
 
On behalf of all of us at CASA, please vote in favor of Bill 72-21.  
 
 



Andy Plattner 
1573 Millersville Road 
Millersville, MD 
 
Members of the Anne Arundel County Council: 
 
Given the current state of political discourse, there is great temptation to engage in a rant 
about the inability of our county government to actually listen to its constituents.  
 
Instead, I’ll assume we are all adults of good faith who would like to live in a community where 
we treat each other as such. 
 
But I will also be blunt. 
 
My fervent hope is that you will reject the lease that has been signed by the Recreation and 
Parks Department to build a tennis facility in Millersville. 
 
The County has spent most of the past five years clumsily trying to sell our community a bad 
deal that only got worse. Much worse. 
 
We never bought it, and now they are selling you that bad deal. 
 
I hope you actually look at the record and read both the proposal and the lease carefully.  
 
Let me just make a few points: 
 
First, the County is stuffing the tennis facility down our throats. There is essentially no support 
among the homeowners who will be impacted the most. We deliberately live in a rural setting 
along a road that already can’t handle the traffic it gets because of people avoiding Route 3.  
 
Second, we’ve seen the ultimate bait and switch from Recreation and Parks. From a non-profit 
tennis facility that would partner with the County and absorb the costs and risks, we now see 
that it will instead be a commercial facility operated by a major corporation oriented toward 
making a profit. You are essentially giving them a 50 year lease and the County is absorbing the 
risk. 
 
Third, instead of just a tennis facility, Coppermine Racquet and Fitness says it will add a fitness 
center that will be open early and late for its members. The facility will include event space that 
will be rented for weddings, trade shows, graduations and other events – all the things that 
typically never happen in a rural neighborhood. And it will include additional space for tennis 
spectator viewing. It will have a minimum of 156 parking spaces. 
 



Fourth, you are putting a for-profit, commercial operation in a rural community. There is no 
way a commercial enterprise could get past Anne Arundel County zoning regulations to put that 
facility there. No way. Except one – you are giving it to them with this lease. 
 
Fifth, the Coppermine proposal says the Millersville tennis facility will be a “neighborhood 
catalyst.” Really? We were not aware we needed such catalyzation to be the vital place we 
already are.  

Sixth, the Coppermine proposal says it will “unite the existing community associations, 
residents and rec programs with a comprehensive plan for development.” With all due respect 
to the profiteers at Coppermine, we are united. We are united in our opposition to what they 
are proposing and what Anne Arundel County is giving them. 

We ask you to reject this lease and send the Recreation and Parks Department back to the 
drawing boards to use the Millersville park in a far more suitable way. 

Thank you. 

Andy Plattner 

 

 



           October 4, 2021 
 
Subject:  Bill 73-21 "Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility 
 
I am opposed to the approval of this lease agreement. 
Let me quote from the proposal from Coppermine Terrace for the Millersville Tennis Facility.  
It reads from pg 12,”For Anne Arundel County to reach its fullest potential and become a sports 
tourism destination for tennis, ….”   Later on pg 12 as well, “Situated in the middle of the 
triangle between Washington DC, Baltimore and Annapolis MD, the Millersville Tennis Facility 
will be developed as a connective catalyst for the respective cities and all neighborhoods and 
communities in between.  This will be a sports destination that members and participants will 
travel up to 45 minutes in either direction to attend.”   
 
“A sports destination”??!!   Is that the purpose of this facility?  If so, the “destination” should 
be in Annapolis not across from Millersville Elementary school!  This proposal is making my 
argument for me about increased traffic and disruption of the existing neighborhoods and the 
local environment.  It does not make sense for the Millersville community.   
 
This is totally the wrong location for such a facility.  Coppermine Terrace is telling us their 
plans to bring in “tourists” from the three city triangle into Millersville.   They also mention 
exercise, fitness and therapy equipment/facilities will be included.  They are paving the way to 
convert this building to an exercise club when the indoor tennis courts fail to bring in enough 
revenue.  Or, convert to indoor practice facilities for kid’s soccer and lacrosse teams.  These 
facilities are far more profitable than indoor tennis courts, which is why AACo doesn’t have 
any indoor tennis courts at the present time for its citizens.   
 
This lease agreement puts the County into a partnership with Coppermine Terrace, essentially 
subsidizing a private company.  Is that even a good idea?  What about other fitness businesses 
in the county that have been paying taxes and will be in competition with the fitness portion 
of Coppermine’s facility?  Is this the sort of precedent that we want to support? 
 
Also, the County has unresolved issues of increased traffic, water runoff and other 
environmental concerns.  The signing of this lease agreement with Coppermine Terrace will 
NOT resolve any of these issues.  I urge you to stand up and protect the citizens and 
neighborhoods you were elected to protect.  Please do so. 
 
What would I like to see on this property?  I would like to see the Recreation and Parks Dept 
build a neighborhood park with 3-4 tennis courts, playground apparatus for children, a 
covered picnic area and a small parking lot.  A Frisbee golf course would be novel.  Something 
like this would be used be a large portion of the neighborhood population. 
 
Respectfully, 



 
 
David Demers 410-923-3205 
70 Linda Lane 
Millersville, MD 21108 
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Problems with the Tennis Center Plan and Lease 

The Department of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has signed a 25-year lease with Coppermine Fitness for the 

Millersville Park tennis center despite the following problems.  The County Council should reject the lease. 

Economic issues 

• It’s expensive 

• $7.4 million of County and State POS funds in addition to $1.69 million for property purchase. 

• User fees from County residents will pay principal plus interest on a $6 million loan, operating costs, 
maintenance costs, Coppermine’s profit, and rent to the County.  Fees will need to be high. 

• Future County costs include capital maintenance for “extreme wear and tear” during lease, required 
buyback at the end of the lease, and “hidden” costs like road modifications to correct traffic issues. 

• Before the lease is approved, the public and the County Council need to review a complete list of 
project costs, as well as likely future costs. 

• Alternatives may be cheaper 

• The mix of activities preferred by the local community may be cheaper. 

• It might cost enough less to write of the off the $835K spent on tennis center design. 

• Site analysis like the geotechnical study might still be useful—not all the $835K would be wasted. 

• We need an honest comparison of the costs and benefits of other alternatives. 

• A multipurpose park could serve more residents address more identified park needs. 

• Is another plan a better value county and state recreational dollars? 

• Viability 

• Private indoor tennis venues in the area have all failed and switched to other uses, like indoor soccer. 

• There is no reason to think that this project will succeed where so many others have failed. 

• What is different is that taxpayers are heavily invested in this project. 

• Should public funds be risked on a venture that so many private companies failed to make work? 

• Coppermine’s full business plan (currently redacted from the proposal) must be available for public and 
Council review before the lease can be approved. 

• Business fairness 

• Does the large public investment give Coppermine an unfair advantage over other fitness businesses? 

Equity 

• Coppermine membership and court fees are too high for many County residents. 

• The proposed fees are just as high as those of fully private facilities. 

• The Coppermine proposal and marketing literature say their customers are “affluent.” 

• Coppermine aspires to attract users from outside the County. 

• Should public funds create facilities for the well-off, including some outside the county? 

• Public money and precious public parklands should be used to create opportunities for all. 

• A less expensive plan for Millersville Park could free funds to create or rehabilitate parks in 
underserved communities. 

• A high-fee park does not support County commitments to equity as stated in the DRP vision and in the 
new General Development plan, Plan 2040. 
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Possible misuse of Program Open Space (POS) funds 

• POS requires that fees be reasonable, accessible to the general public, and go to maintain the facility. 

• Coppermine’s fees are high and partly devoted to profits. 

• High fees will be needed to pay principal plus interest on Coppermine’s $6 million loan, operating 
costs, maintenance costs, Coppermine’s profit, and rent to the County. 

• The lease was signed and submitted to Council before it was reviewed by POS. 

Public input 

• The neighboring communities are major stakeholders in Millersville Park. 

• DRP and their partners agreed to build a tennis center without engaging us at all. 

• When we later shared concerns and preferred alternatives, DRP did not incorporate that input. 

• DRP was so dazzled by the Tennis Alliance lobbying and cost sharing that it failed to consider other 

stakeholders and park alternatives. 

• The Schuh administration created a Community Advisory Council (CAC) of Millersville residents, but 

their inputs on design and operation of the park have consistently been disregarded. 

• The CAC provided the Administration the appearance of community outreach without the substance of 

true stakeholder engagement. 

• These oversights violate core DRP values (responsibility, transparency, collaboration, communication). 

• With this failure, the process was flawed from the beginning. 

• Millersville Park is being done to the Millersville community, not for our community. 

• The County must circle back to correct the oversights. 

• DRP must revise procedures to ensure that this does not happen to your community in the future. 

Traffic 

• This commercial-scale facility will draw traffic to Route 3 and its failing intersection with Millersville Rd 

• The extra traffic will worsen congestion and safety problems on Millersville Rd and Cecil Ave. 

• The entrance is 350 feet from the Millersville Elementary, possibly impacting school safety. 

• There as been no interaction with the school itself or with the Board of Education on traffic issues. 

• The County’s study of traffic impacts will not be available until November 2021. 

• The Council must not approve the lease until the study is available for a reasonable period of review by 

the Council and the public. 

Millersville Park is not the right place! 

• The tennis center will consume undeveloped land in a rural/residential area, along an unnumbered 
rural road across from an elementary school. 

• A tennis center should be in a developed area along a major road near the tennis-playing population. 

• Coppermine’s 11 other fitness centers are examples of good locations. 

• 7 are near Interstate exits, 2 are on State highways, and 2 are in current/renewed industrial areas. 

• 5 are zoned industrial/manufacturing, 2 commercial/business, 1 agricultural, and 1 open space.  The 
last is high-density residential next to a business complex and major shopping mall. 

• Millersville Park is not the kind of site selected for Coppermine’s other fitness centers. 
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• In a May 27 letter to Millersville residents, CE Pittman acknowledged that Millersville Park is not the 
right site for the tennis center: “I still didn’t like the location - too much impervious surface on virgin 
land, too much traffic already at Route 3 and 175, and not enough capacity on Millersville Rd.” 

• Millersville Park is near the center of the county, but that doesn’t mean it’s well positioned to meet 
tennis demand.  Tennis facility placement should better reflect where potential users live. 

• We’re not against tennis, we’re against overuse of the Millersville Park property. 

Issues with the lease 

• DRP has been saying that they will work out the fees, hours, and other operational issues after the 
lease takes effect. 

• The lease does give DRP authority to annually review Coppermine’s plans for hours, fees, special 
events, and non-tennis uses, as well as authority to reject parts that DRP deems inappropriate. 

• BUT… 

• The accepted proposal provides Coppermine’s proposed fees and hours of operation. 

• The proposed fees and hours are consistent with those at other Coppermine facilities. 

• Coppermine’s projections of financial success are based on those fees and hours as well as some mix of 
non-tennis uses. 

• The fiscal realities of covering costs and making a profit will limit DRP’s ability to change fees and hours 
or to restrict non-tennis uses. 

• Unless DRP provides different numbers now, debate and decisions must be based on fees and hours in 
the accepted proposal (page 61).  This includes the debate on the lease bill before the County Council. 

• The County has accepted responsibility for some poorly defined costs.  “The County will be responsible 
for all repairs of a capital nature due to extreme wear and tear on the building.” 

Hypocrisy 

• The RFP and Coppermine’s proposal reveal that the current version of the tennis center is not a “park”; 
it is a commercial-scale tennis/fitness facility. 

• Coppermine envisions a “sports tourism destination” that will draw users from Washington, Baltimore, 
Annapolis, and all the communities in between.  This vision goes way beyond a park for Millersville or 
for the County. 

• If a private developer owned this property and tried to build this facility, the county wouldn’t let them. 

• The developer would need a special exception for the RLD zoning, leading to an Administrative 
Hearing.  The County OPZ would recommend against the exception (inadequate road, changes to the 
character of the neighborhood, etc.), and the Millersville community would vigorously oppose it.  The 
special exception would be denied. 

• The developer would also have to submit a Preliminary Development Plan, which would be reviewed 
by OPZ, other departments, and interested citizens. 

• This Preliminary Plan would not be approved without a completed and accepted traffic study. 

• The county has not met the standards it imposes on developers, despite Pittman’s campaign promises 
and the goals embraced in Plan 2040. 

• This is hypocritical and leaves citizens more vulnerable to arbitrary actions of the County than to 
private developers. 
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Summary 

• The public input process was flawed. 

• There are concerns with the costs and equity of the project as well as with use of POS funds. 

• Millersville Park is not the right place. 

• The facility will certainly increase traffic on already congested roads. 

• The County has not followed its own Smart Growth principles or the rules it  imposes on private 
developers. 

• Fiscal realities will leave little scope for the County to limit fees, hours, and non-tennis uses, including 
special events. 

• This is not a Republican/Democratic issue, the problems occurred under leadership by both parties. 

• We look to the Council for a bipartisan reset.  Please deny the lease. 
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RE: BILL NO. 73-21: Approval of Lease Agreement for Coppermine Tennis Facility 
From:  Deborah Weller, President, Old Millersville Neighborhood Association 

The Old Millersville Neighborhood Association asks the County Council to reject the Coppermine lease 
bill. There are numerous concerns about this project and the lease, but the County has continued to move 
forward despite our long opposition. The scope of activities for the facility has actually expanded as the 
project moved from the design phase to a request for proposals, then expanded again in Coppermine 
Fitness’s successful proposal to build the indoor tennis building and operate the facility for 25 or 50 years.  
Approving the lease will not greenlight a “park,” instead it will deliver a commercial-scale tennis/fitness 
complex in a rural/residential neighborhood.  We have detailed the local and county-wide concerns with 
the project below under the heading “Summary of Problems with the Tennis Center Plan and Lease.” 

We also want to refute the three main reasons that have been advanced by Department of Recreation and 
Parks (DRP) for moving forward with the project—need for a tennis center, central location of Millersville 
Park, and the $835,000 already spent to design the facility.  

The need for large indoor/outdoor tennis complex has been exaggerated 

• DRP says that their 2017 Land Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan (2017 LPPRP) needs survey 
documents the need for a tennis facility. Yet, former private indoor tennis venues in the area have 
failed and switched to other uses, like indoor soccer. These include the former Severn Valley Tennis 
and Fitness Club, which was devoted mainly to indoor tennis and was located under 2 miles from 
Millersville Park. The tennis community did not support indoor tennis facilities enough for them to 
succeed. There is no reason to think that the project before you will succeed where so many others 
have failed.  What is different is that taxpayers are heavily invested in this project and public funds will 
be lost if it fails. 

• DRP’s 2017 survey also revealed a surplus of outdoor tennis courts in the County (2017 LPPRP, page 
III-28).  Eight more outdoor courts at Millersville Park are not needed when there are free courts in the 
county.  If the new tennis facility draws even more outdoor players away from existing courts, it will 
further marginalize these underused park facilities.  The outdoor component of the tennis facility is 
redundant and unnecessary.  

• DRP has exaggerated the strength of countywide demand for indoor tennis courts, which was actually 
ranked ninth (not first, third, or even fifth) out of 25 needs in the 2017 survey (2017 LPPRP, Table III-8) 
and was tied for ninth with three other needs.  Within the eastern planning area (which includes 
Millersville Park) indoor tennis ranked even lower, tied with three other needs for 11th place out of 24 
(2017 LPPRP, Table III-9). 

• True, the County does not have a large indoor tennis facility, but, again, the failure of former indoor 
venues suggests a lack of demand and argues against building one at public expense.  If the intent is to 
give everyone the opportunity to play indoor tennis, the County could instead create several smaller 
facilities placed closer to concentrations of users and in underserved communities.  These facilities 
would not need outdoor space, so they could be on smaller pieces of land in more urban areas instead 
of on a 33-acre expanse of undeveloped land.  In fact, they could be placed in already developed areas 
near good road access and possibly near existing parking. 

• Millersville Park could be put to a purpose that exploits its status as a precious large, undeveloped 
remnant in our rapidly developing county.  Public needs would be better served by creating an 
outdoor educational area or multipurpose park that could address many of the identified needs in the 
DRP survey at a lower cost. The funds saved could be used in other parts of the county to address 
additional needs there. This would be cost effective, serve more residents, and address more 
identified park needs then focusing on a costly, one-dimensional tennis complex. 
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Despite its central location, Millersville Park is a bad place a tennis complex 

• The county says that Millersville Park is a good place for the tennis facility because it’s “centrally 
located.”  This statement vastly oversimplifies the placement issue.  It’s like saying a service 
demanded by city dwellers in New York and Los Angeles should be placed in rural Kansas because it's 
centrally located.  That’s ridiculous--the service should be divided and placed close to each user group.  
Likewise, smaller indoor tennis facilities in Anne Arundel County should be placed near 
urban/suburban users, not concentrated on one site in rural/low-density Millersville.  Millersville Park 
is actually a bad place for commercial-scale tennis facilities because of inadequate roads, no public 
water or sewer, and burdensome impacts on nearby residents. 

• The DRP needs survey did show a slightly higher interest in indoor tennis courts in the eastern 
planning region.  To better meet that need, indoor courts should be placed in the more densely 
populated parts of the eastern planning area, such as Severna Park, Broadneck and Annapolis, which 
already have adequate infrastructure (roads, water, and central sewer) for such facilities. 

• DRP and the County have not thoroughly considered alternative locations for the tennis facility.  CE 
Pittman did ask DRP to evaluate using abandoned malls or big box stores, but that limited effort 
produced only a two-page memo containing absolutely no specifics.  We need a much more thorough 
analysis (with supporting numbers) of these and other types of alternative sites. 

We can’t let poorly spent money dictate future decisions 

• In a May 27, 2021 letter to Millersville residents, CE Pittman decided that the project must go forward 
because of the effort and money already spent on it--the County will lose the $835,000 that has been 
spent on the site design for the Millersville location if the tennis center is not built there.  But he also 
admitted that Millersville Park is not a good location for the tennis facility: "too much impervious 
surface on virgin land, too much traffic already at Route 3 and 175, and not enough capacity on 
Millersville Road."  Pittman also noted that the County got $4.4 million in state Program Open Space 
(POS) funding to use in building the tennis center in Millersville.  However, most of that has not been 
spent.  It could be returned to the State at no net loss to the County, which could then reapply for new 
state POS funding for better plans. 

• No one wants to waste $835,000, but this amount must be viewed in context.  It is just a drop in the 
County capital budget (0.2% of the FY22 total of $383 million).  And it wouldn't even buy two homes in 
our County at the current median home price of around $425,000. 

• Focusing the decision on the $835,000 is an example of the "sunk cost fallacy" that economists and 
psychologists talk about.  The fallacy describes a common human behavior--we irrationally continue to 
do something that doesn't make sense because we've already spent time or money on it.  We tend to 
worry more about losing what's been spent than we do about even bigger costs or consequences that 
will come from forging ahead.   Better to write off the $835,000 than to throw more good money after 
bad. 

We hope that you will thoughtfully consider these refutations of the three main arguments for continuing 
the tennis facility project at Millersville Park, as well at the many problems with the project and 
Coppermine lease detailed below. 

The vote on this project is not a Republican/Democratic issue, the problems have developed under 
leadership by both parties.  We look to the Council for a bipartisan reset.  Please deny the lease, then 
send the tennis project and Millersville Park back to the drawing board. 

================================================================================== 
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Summary of Problems with the Tennis Center Plan and Lease 
The Department of Recreation and Parks (DRP) has signed a 25-year lease with Coppermine 
Fitness for the Millersville Park tennis center despite the following problems.  The County Council 
should reject the lease. 

Issues with the lease 

• DRP has been saying that they will work out the fees, hours, and other operational issues 
after the lease takes effect. 

• The lease does give DRP authority to annually review Coppermine’s plans for hours, fees, 
special events, and non-tennis uses, as well as authority to reject parts that DRP deems 
inappropriate. 

• BUT… 
• The accepted proposal provides Coppermine’s proposed fees and hours of operation. 
• The proposed fees and hours are consistent with those at other Coppermine facilities. 
• Coppermine’s projections of financial success are based on those fees and hours as well as 

some mix of non-tennis uses. 
• The fiscal realities of covering costs and making a profit will limit DRP’s ability to change 

fees and hours or to restrict non-tennis uses. 
• Unless DRP provides different numbers now, debate and decisions must be based on fees 

and hours in the accepted proposal (page 61).  This includes the debate on the lease bill 
before the County Council. 

• This last point is critical.  The lease can’t be approved based on plans to figure things out 
later.  It must be evaluated on the best (and only) information available now—the 
information in the RFP, lease, and Coppermine’s proposal. 

• The County has accepted responsibility for some poorly defined costs.  “The County will be 
responsible for all repairs of a capital nature due to extreme wear and tear on the 
building.” 

Economic issues 

• It’s expensive 
• $7.4 million of County and State POS funds in addition to $1.69 million for property 

purchase. 
• Coppermine Fitness will spend $8 million, $2 million in cash and $6 million from a 

commercial loan. 
• User fees from County residents will pay principal plus interest on the $6 million loan to 

Coppermine, facility operating costs maintenance costs, Coppermine’s profit, and rent to 
the County.  User fees will need to be high. 

• Future County costs include capital maintenance for “extreme wear and tear” during 
lease, required buyback at the end of the lease, and “hidden” costs like road modifications 
to correct traffic issues. 

• Before the lease is approved, the public and the County Council need to review a complete 
list of project costs, as well as likely future costs. 

• Viability 
• Private indoor tennis venues in the area have failed and switched to other uses, like 

indoor soccer. 
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• There is no reason to think that this project will succeed where so many others have 
failed. 

• What is different is that taxpayers are heavily invested in this project. 
• Should public funds be risked on a venture that so many private companies failed to make 

work? 
• Coppermine’s full business plan (currently redacted from the proposal) must be available 

for public and Council review before the lease can be approved. 
• Business fairness 
• Does the large public investment give Coppermine an unfair advantage over other fitness 

businesses? 
• Alternatives may be cheaper 
• The mix of activities preferred by the local community may be cheaper. 
• It might cost enough less to write of the off the $835,000 spent on tennis center design. 
• No one wants to waste money, but the $835,000 must be considered in context—it is only 

0.2% of the $383 million FY22 County capital budget and is less than the cost of 2 homes 
in Anne Arundel County at the August 2021 median home price of about $425,000. 

• Site analysis like the geotechnical study might still be useful—not all the $835K would be 
wasted. 

• We need an honest comparison of the costs and benefits of other alternatives. 
• A multipurpose park could serve more residents and address more identified park needs. 
• Is another plan a better value county and state recreational dollars? 

Equity 

• Coppermine membership and court fees are too high for many County residents. 
• The proposed fees are just as high as those of fully private facilities. 
• The Coppermine proposal and marketing literature say their customers are “affluent.” 
• Coppermine aspires to attract users from outside the County. 
• Should public funds create facilities for the well-off, including some outside the county? 
• Public money and precious public parklands should be used to create opportunities for all. 
• A less expensive plan for Millersville Park could free funds to create or rehabilitate parks 

in underserved communities. 
• A high-fee park does not support County commitments to equity as stated in the DRP 

vision and in the new General Development plan, Plan 2040. 
• Program Open Space requires that fees for POS-funded facilities be reasonable, accessible 

to the general public, and go to maintain the facility. 

Hypocrisy 

• The RFP and Coppermine’s proposal reveal that the current version of the tennis center is 
not a “park”; it is a commercial-scale tennis/fitness facility. 

• Coppermine envisions a “sports tourism destination” that will draw users from 
Washington, Baltimore, Annapolis, and all the communities in between.  This vision goes 
way beyond a park for Millersville or for the County. 

• If a private developer owned this property and tried to build this facility, the county 
wouldn’t let them. 
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• The developer would need a special exception for the RLD zoning, leading to an 
Administrative Hearing.  The County OPZ would recommend against the exception 
(inadequate road, changes to the character of the neighborhood, etc.), and the Millersville 
community would vigorously oppose it.  The special exception would be denied. 

• The developer would also have to submit a Preliminary Development Plan, which would 
be reviewed by OPZ, other departments, and interested citizens. 

• This Preliminary Plan would not be approved without a completed and accepted traffic 
study.  

• For consistency, the tennis project traffic study should be available for review before the 
Council approves the lease. 

• The county has not met the standards it imposes on private developers, despite CE 
Pittman’s Smart Growth campaign promises and the goals embraced in Plan 2040. 

• This is hypocritical and leaves citizens more vulnerable to arbitrary actions of the County 
than to private developers. 

Millersville Park is not the right place! 

• The tennis center will consume undeveloped land in a rural/residential area, along an 
unnumbered rural road across from an elementary school. 

• A tennis center should be in a developed area along a major road near the tennis-playing 
population. 

• Coppermine’s 11 other fitness centers are examples of good locations. 
• 7 are near Interstate exits, 2 are on State highways, and 2 are in current/renewed 

industrial areas. 
• 5 are zoned industrial/manufacturing, 2 commercial/business, 1 agricultural, and 1 open 

space.  The last is high-density residential next to a business complex and major shopping 
mall. 

• Millersville Park is not the kind of site selected for Coppermine’s other fitness centers. 
• In a May 27 letter to Millersville residents, CE Pittman acknowledged that Millersville Park 

is not the right site for the tennis center: “I still didn’t like the location - too much 
impervious surface on virgin land, too much traffic already at Route 3 and 175, and not 
enough capacity on Millersville Rd.” 

• Millersville Park is near the center of the county, but that doesn’t mean it’s well 
positioned to meet tennis demand.  Tennis facility placement should better reflect where 
potential users live. 

• We’re not against tennis, we’re against overuse of the Millersville Park property. 

Public input 

• The neighboring communities are major stakeholders in Millersville Park. 
• DRP and their partners agreed to build a tennis center without engaging us at all. 
• When we later shared concerns and preferred alternatives, DRP did not incorporate that 

input. 
• DRP was so dazzled by the Tennis Alliance lobbying and cost sharing that it failed to 

consider other stakeholders and park alternatives. 
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• The Schuh administration created a Community Advisory Council (CAC) of Millersville 
residents, but their inputs on design and operation of the park have consistently been 
disregarded. 

• The CAC provided the Schuh and Pittman administrations with the appearance of 
community outreach without the substance of truly engaging with stakeholders. 

• These oversights violate core DRP values (responsibility, transparency, collaboration, 
communication). 

• With this failure, the process was flawed from the beginning. 
• Millersville Park is being done to the Millersville community, not for the community. 
• The County must circle back to correct the oversights. 
• DRP must revise procedures to ensure that this does not happen to your community in 

the future. 
• DRP has now signed the lease and requested Council approval while still redacting key 

information from Coppermine’s proposal—information the public and Council need to 
understand the viability, operations, and impacts of the tennis facility. 

Traffic 

• This commercial-scale facility will draw traffic to Route 3 and its failing intersection with 
Millersville Rd 

• The extra traffic will worsen congestion and safety problems on Millersville Rd and Cecil 
Ave. 

• The entrance is 350 feet from the Millersville Elementary, possibly impacting school 
safety. 

• There has been no consultation with the school itself or with the Board of Education on 
possible traffic issues with the project. 

• The County’s study of traffic impacts will not be available until November 2021. 
• The Council must not approve the lease until the traffic study is available for a reasonable 

period of review by the Council and the public. 

Summary 

• There are concerns with the lease arrangement. 
• Fiscal realities will leave little scope for the County to control fees, hours, and non-tennis 

uses, including special events. 
• There are concerns with the costs and equity of the project. 
• The County has not followed its own Smart Growth principles or the rules it imposes on 

private developers. 
• Millersville Park is not the right place. 
• The public input process was flawed. 
• The facility will certainly increase traffic on already congested roads. 
• This is not a Republican/Democratic issue, the problems occurred under leadership by 

both parties. 

We look to the Council for a bipartisan reset.   



Millersville Tennis Park written testimony  Oct 3rd 2021 

 

Name: Trish Lilek 

Address:  70 Linda Lane, Millersville MD 21108 

Ph (410)923-3205 

Ref:  Millersville Tennis Park:  Proposed development and lease agreement 

Subject:   Opposition to Bill 73-21:  An Ordinance concerning approval of Lease Agreement 
forCoppermine Tennis Facility 

 

To Members of Anne Arundel County Council, 

I am in opposition to ratification of the Coppermine lease agreement and , for that matter, to the 
construction of any such magnitude for profit sports park.  The long range planning of 2013 between 
Anne Arundel County Recreation and Parks Department and the Anne Arundel Tennis Alliance has 
morphed in the past few years from a non-profit model community tennis center (too large and 
ambitious even then)  into  a County and Private Contractor marriage of sorts  of a for-profit 
development of a mega tennis center.  This large scale plan is intended as a destination attraction for 
tennis enthusiasts who live within a 45 minute drive. I have no doubt that it is part of a larger goal or 
plan  to make Anne Arundel County a sports and recreation destination for the state..or perhaps even so 
far as the Mid-Atlantic region….or so says the proposal from  developer Coppermine.  It is a nice plan.  It 
is almost grandiose.  But it makes a lot of assumptions on county infrastructure and current land use 
that simply do not exist. They are: 

1. No adjoining amenities for players:  The purchased acreage (33 acres) in 2008/2009 is RLD and is 
without amenities in the immediate surrounding area.  All traffic coming into the area would 
have to leave – via car, likely, as it is a bit far to bike in one direction, and currently, too 
dangerous to bike in the other direction to go get a bite to nosh. People would have to drive to 
Severna Park, or Annapolis, or points South through the juggernaut of Rt 301.  Forget walking. 

2. Ingress/egress illogical/poorly planned 
a. The proposed site is directly adjacent to a Freeway (I 97) which would make it a logical 

site as the traffic ingress and egress would be easily facilitated (as zoning laws require 
on higher capacity roads than that of Millersville Road), but I 97 is a limited access 
freeway segment, and, as they say in New Hampshire, “You can’t get there from here.”  
It would have been nice to plan that when  I 97 went in, but it was not. 

b. The ingress and egress to/from this super tennis center is proposed to be Millersville 
Road, but this is a local road, as best a connector road.  The Road Functional 
Classifications of Bill 12-15 in May 2015 list it as a minor arterial, but if you review the 



map, it falls in line in both usage and location with Waterbury and Severn Chapel Roads 
as one of the farm to market connector roads here. Millersville Road is  lined with 
residential homes.  The single school - one elementary school -  draws students from the 
local area, as most community elementary schools do, not from all over the county. This 
is not an arterial road.  I ask this be reviewed in the context of not opening it up to travel 
from all directions by motorists who do not live here and do not have stakeholder 
priority.  

3.  Smart Growth:  This is not.  I do not understand why properties which have been developed, 
lived past their useful life, and now await bulldozers and construction to be reinvented into 
something new are not priority considerations for a development such as this.  Marley Station 
Mall comes to mind.  The excess Papa John acreage adjacent to the soon to be upgraded 
replacement high school for Old Mill North and South could be used.  In fact, a really nice facility 
in Ocean City New Jersey did just that with property immediately adjacent  to their 
elementary/middle school.  Everyone wins.  The ground under the Old Mill High School being 
ripped out could work.  There is no need to develop this on farm and agricultural land.  Make 
use of the developed and vacant stuff first.  And, in fact, the infrastructure (that means the 
roads and amenities I mentioned earlier)  already exists in those previously developed areas. 

4. Other things:  There is so much more I could talk about. 
a. The proposed tennis center, night playing, would bring light pollution. Bad. 
b. The parking requirements, courts, and other structures (a 60,000 plus square foot 

building??) would bring more impervious surface.  I really don’t know how the 
neighboring properties would deal with that.  They are on the lowland side of the 33 
acre RLD  property… 

c. Traffic safety  and speeding is always a concern.  
d. Public tennis centers are not long lived entities.  I have lived here for several years with 

a tennis enthusiast.  Tennis centers come and go.  They don’t pay for themselves in the 
long run.  They can’t.  They are not affordable to many.  Playing at Big Vanilla was fun 
until it was no more.  Playing indoors at API was fun until it converted the indoors to 
something else.  I will not get going on what is not affordable (court time and 
membership costs) to many, but a for profit facility is sometimes just not affordable to 
many. 

With that, I ask all of you to disapprove the lease that is now before you for consideration.  There are so 
many better alternatives in this county for its location than Millersville. 

Thank you, 

Patricia Lilek 

 

 



October	1,	2021	
Anne	Arundel	County	Council,		
	
My	name	is	Scott	Blackketter	and	I	oppose	the	Coppermine	Lease.		
	
My	wife	and	I	live	nearby	the	Millersville	Park	property	at	1594	Millersville	Rd.	where	we	
have	enjoyed	living	amongst	the	historic	homes,	rural	properties,	farms,	and	quiet	streets	
for	24	years.	
	
We	are	surrounded	entirely	by	properties	zoned	Residential	Low	Density,	which	we	thought	
when	we	purchased	the	property,	meant	there	would	not	be	any	commercial	development	
nearby.	The	charm	of	the	neighborhood	would	remain	intact.	
	
But	no,	there	is	a	loophole.	When	the	County	purchases	property	it	can	ignore	the	Zoning	
laws.	And	so	this	is	what	the	County	has	chosen	to	do	and	in	a	big	way.	The	Pittman	
administration	now	plans	to	pave	this	former	farm	and	turn	it	into	a	commercial	business.	
	
As	you	know	the	plan	includes	a	for-profit	destination	tennis	and	sports	complex	operated	
by	Coppermine	Corporation.	Millersville	Park	is	not	the	appropriate	place	for	this.	
	
The	plan	will	pull	additional	traffic	from	all	over	the	County	to	already	overburdened	
Millersville	Rd.		How	much	traffic?	Well,	the	traffic	study	has	not	even	been	completed	yet.		
	
The	expansive	paving	will	exacerbate	the	already	existing	storm	water	run	off	issues	at	the	
property.	Neighboring	properties	already	flood	and	the	sensitive	Jabez	Branch	is	at	risk.	
	
The	plan	includes	lighted	courts	and	long	operating	hours	which	will	turn	our	rural	oasis	
into	an	extension	of	the	Rt.	3	mess.	
	
Over	the	last	4	years,	my	neighbors	and	I	have	been	diligently	trying	to	work	with	the	
Department	of	Recreation	and	Parks,	yet	our	input	has	been	entirely	ignored.	I	am	a	
member	of	the	Citizen’s	Advisory	Committee,	appointed	by	Executive	Schuh	regarding	
Millersville	Park.	Very	telling	was	that	after	our	first	meeting	with	Rec’s	and	Parks,	the	
minutes	did	not	include	our	comments	and	requests.	We	corrected	this	yet	Rec	and	Parks’	
willingness	to	hear	us	did	not	improve	moving	forward.	Numerous	County	employees	have	
acknowledged	this.	A	small	special	interest	group	has	been	pulling	the	strings.	
	
The	overdevelopment	of	nearby	Rt	3	is	an	embarrassment	but	at	least	Rt.	3	defines	it.	This	
tennis	center	would	expand	that	sprawl	deep	into	our	community.	Please	do	not	do	that	to	
us.	An	appropriate	use	of	this	property	would	be	a	low	impact	park,	perhaps	tennis,	which	is	
not	lighted	and	with	a	gate	that	closes	at	night.	Nothing	like	what	is	planned.	
	
So	here	we	are	at	the	11th	hour	once	again	asking	that	you	actually	think	about	this	instead	
of	blindly	pushing	forward.	I	ask	that	you	deny	the	lease	with	Coppermine	and	re-think	
what	you	are	doing	to	our	neighborhood.		
	
Don’t	be	lazy,	we	hired	you	to	improve	our	quality	of	life	not	diminish	it.	
	
Vote	against	this	lease.	Put	the	for	profit	tennis	mecca	in	a	commercial	location.	
	
Give	Rec	and	Parks	the	mandate	to	truly	work	with	the	community	to	hear	our	ideas	for	an	
appropriate	use	for	Millersville	Park.	
	
Thank	you.	
	
Scott	Blackketter	
Member	CAC,	Millersville	Park	
Severn	River	Association	Spokesperson	Regarding	Millersville	Park	
Founder,	Neighbors	of	Millersville	Park	Community	Association	



To Whom It May Concern:   

 

This email is to discourage the Millersville Tennis Center.  The center should not be built in an area that 
is residential.   The roads leading to the property where the facility is supposed to be built cannot handle 
the amount of traffic that this facility will draw.  Additionally, this was intended to be a park, not a venue 
such as the one that is currently being proposed. 

 

A traffic survey was performed that will not be accurate.  The first reason is the survey was not 
completed when Millersville Elementary School is in session.  In the morning and when school gets out 
there is heavy traffic on the road.  Parents that are dropping off/picking up their children are 
overflowing out onto Millersville Road.  Additionally, the buses clog up the road.  The second reason is 
the Assembly Hall of Jehovah’s Witnesses that meets on Sunrise Beach Road in Crownsville is not 
meeting because of COVID 19.  When the Hall is meeting, which is Saturdays and Sundays, there is traffic 
backed up from the light at Route 3N on Millersville Road past Millersville Elementary School.  I cannot 
get out of my driveway these days!  I have attached a picture of the daily traffic issues I have to deal 
with already at the intersection of Millersville Road and Route 3.   

 

My daughter, who is now 30, worked for Severn Valley Tennis and Fitness Center that was located on 
Route 3 South in Gambrills, when she was in high school.  I went there in the evenings to make sure she 
was okay because there were never many people there and it was very isolated in the back where the 
tennis courts were.  It was never crowded and didn’t do well.  The facility was sold and it didn’t remain a 
tennis and fitness center, it’s now Athletic Performance Inc (API).   There is no need for a center like this 
in Millersville, which was proven when this facility was sold and became a different entity. 

 

There are so many tennis courts at high schools and county parks that are never used.  These courts are 
lighted at night and are very nice.  The county paid for these courts too.  There is no need for a tennis 
center of this magnitude when there are plenty of existing courts.  

 

This facility will have a negative impact on the residents of Millersville Road and the surrounding 
communities.  Please don’t build this huge complex! 

 

 

 

 



Another Corridor Crossing the Chesapeake Bay is needed NOW! 

By: David humphreys, P.E. 

The current situation is thus: The existing twin spans crossing the Chesapeake Bay are the weakest link 

of the 50/301 corridor which joins the eastern and western shores. They also represent the greatest 

point of congestion on the corridor with three freeway lanes of traffic approaching from each direction 

and only five lanes available between both bridges. The eastbound bridge is two lanes wide with no 

shoulders with a climbing turn for parallel lanes. The westbound bridge is three lanes wide with no 

shoulders and is configured to regularly operate contraflow with the left most lane eastbound weekdays 

during peak hours. This involves a cumbersome manual transition with cones and barrels, and it 

presents a dangerous and nerve-wracking experience for drivers. Each lane on the bridges can only carry 

75% of a freeway lane capacity of 2000 v/l/h. There are no provisions for either pedestrian or bicycle 

access. A recent structural analysis recommends methods to extend the structural integrity of both 

bridges and projects a finite lifespan beyond which both bridges will need to be replaced. The twin spans 

are often ranked as the scariest bridges to drive across in the United States. 

______________________________________ 

 

The Purpose of the Bay Crossing Tier 1, NEPA Study is to consider corridors for providing additional 

capacity and access across the Chesapeake Bay to improve mobility, travel reliability, and safety AT THE 

EXISTING BRIDGE” in design year 2040. The “Purpose and Need Statement” for the Tier 1 NEPA study 

was not created in an open or inclusive manner that involved public discussion and input. As a result, a 

single MDTA metric, “which alternative gave the greatest relief to traffic on the existing Bay Bridge,” was 

used to evaluate each alternate (corridor) bridge location. It is obvious that the closer the alternate 

bridge is to the existing Bay crossing the more traffic it will draw off. It is quite easy to select the two 

locations out of 14 candidates that are in closest proximity to the third location, the existing Bay Bridge. 

All three bridge locations are, in reality, only one corridor, Route 50/301. 

While the term corridor is used extensively in the report, there is no analysis of any of the 14 “corridors” 

beyond projected traffic volume reductions on the existing Bay crossing on a daily and weekend basis. 

The existing Bay Bridge is not a corridor. It is merely the weakest link within the existing 50/301 

Corridor. None of the other bridge locations consider the corridor beyond the connections to existing 

roads. This is essential in the most cursory of alternate corridor analyses.  

The “Queuing Analysis” referenced in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Tier 1 DEIS report is inadequate and must 

be field verified. Estimating queue lengths is unacceptable when actual queue lengths can be measured. 

As a result, the relationship of queue length to Level of Service (LOS) yields false estimates of true LOS 

and congestion. This is particularly true of Summer weekend traffic.  

The implications of newly created corridors must extend to embrace the O&D sources, outer nodes, and 

the resultant types of roadways needed to meet design year requirements. It must project growth 

opportunities on a comparative basis. Macro cost/benefit assessments should be a long-range element 

in planning something that will last 100 years. Innovative funding such as Public, Private Partnerships 

and Design Build Operate and Maintain (DBOM) beyond traditional MDTA tolls and State Bond Issues 

need to be part of the earliest analysis in Tier 1. 



Under any scenario, we must concurrently plan and build for 2040-2065 traffic along the entire 50/301 

Corridor. No other crossing will be available in 2040. The Bay Bridge is the weak link along the corridor. 

Modern bridge design affords freeway throughput capacity. As an example, the Narrows bridge 

connecting Kent Island to the Eastern Shore suffers no throughput reduction compared to a freeway 

lane’s throughput. 

 Does the Tier 1 DEIS report represent a “Corridor Analysis” or more pointedly a Traffic Study of the 

existing Bay Crossing? If the latter, we very well might have all the justification we need to repair or 

replace the Chesapeake Bay Bridges. But we do not have even a minimal amount of knowledge to assess 

other corridor locations on their merits as well as their ability to drain off volumes from the existing 

Chesapeake Bay bridges on the 50/301 corridor. 

In 2007 The Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) published a “Corridor Planning 

Guide.” Many professionals believe this Guide to be the definitive work on corridor evaluation and 

analysis. It is based upon “best practices” from urban centers around the country.  The Tier 1 Corridor 

Analysis fails to address almost all the critical elements defined in DVRPC’s Guide. 

Recommendation   

The MDTA institute a pause sufficient in length to address and correct the issues presented above and 

not submit a Record of Decision until the Purpose and Need portion is extensively modified. Such 

modifications should include: 

 Undertake a true detailed analysis of the 50/301 corridor as a major component of the Tier 1 

NEPA study. Understand the ramifications of corridor modifications and potential widening 

upon local access roads. 

 

 Create a Study Advisory Committee (SAC) more inclusive of critical stakeholders to provide 

oversight during the “pause” and for the remainder of the Tier 1 NEPA study. 

 

 Initiate an IMMEDATE ACTION- SHORT RANGE TRAFFIC STUDY AND IMPLIMENTATION program 

to improve the vehicular flow and user safety for the Bay Bridge Crossing and the 50/301 

Corridor between I-97 in Anne Arundel County and the 50/301 split in Queen Anne’s County. 

This effort should focus on ITS technologies including dynamic whole system monitoring (not 

sampling), speed, queue management, lane control strategies, and ramp metering especially 

those ramps at the bridge approaches. Utilize Kent Island traffic operations on Route 50/301 

leading to the Bay bridge as the testbed for the application of ITS technologies to maximize 

throughput such that Route 50/301 is the quickest way to the bridge rather than Route 18 

currently used to bypass 50/301 congestion. Consider a ban on truck traffic (over 5 ton GVW) on 

Sundays during the Summer between the hours of 12 noon to 12 midnight. 

 

 Approach the revised Purpose and Need statement from the perspective of three very distinct 

time frames.  First, begin the Immediate Action Traffic Study noted above; Second, employ the 

essence of this DEIS to deal with the existing bridge capacity improvements needed for the 

design year 2040 -2065; Third, adopt a long-range view that embraces a continuing planning 



function that tracks growth and mobility needs beyond 2040, where an additional Corridor 

crossing reflects a much more regional mobility solution. 

 

 Recognize that the existing twin spans across the Chesapeake: are substandard both in design 

and safety considerations; are over capacity with extensive queues on an increasing number of 

weekdays and weekends; regularly operate with a dangerous contra-flow on the Westbound 

span during PM peak travel periods; bring grid-lock to Kent Island during Summer Sundays, have 

on-ramps right at the bridge approaches; and represent the only land access to hospital care for 

significant injuries and critical illnesses for Eastern Shore residents. 

 

 Recognize the need to immediately begin the planning process to identify a new more southerly 

Corridor to serve the present and future mobility needs of the Region. The completion of this 

second corridor and Bay crossing should precede modifications to or replacement of the 

existing twin spans. Once there are two corridors across the Bay, they will serve to balance each 

other in times of heavy travel demand, maintenance schedules, accidents, and unplanned 

incidents. 

 

 The existing twin spans have a finite and foreseeable lifespan. Techniques exist to extend their 

usable life but ultimately the associated costs, along with capacity and safety issues, will require 

replacement. 

 

THIS IS A CALL TO ACTION: May 10, 2021 is the deadline for comments to the Maryland 

Transportation Authority.  Call your State Representative or County Councilman talk to your 

neighbors, attend a public meeting. Get involved, this impacts YOU! 

_______________________________________________________ 

Spring 2021:  

Dave served as Executive Director for ARTMA, the Annapolis Regional Transportation Management 

Association from 2010 to2020. 
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