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Bill No. 33-22
04/29/2022 0:13:04 Deborah Weller MILLERSVILLE 21108-2115 Yes Bill 33-22: Zoning – Residential Districts – Conditional Uses – Townhouses Oppose There are two key issues associated with Bill 33-22. First the economic, environmental, and infrastructure 

impacts of this change to the zoning has not been analyzed.   Second, it is a complete end run around the 
2040 plan and regional planning process. No large-scale rezoning was to be done until the regional plans 
were complete.  The 2040 process and regional plan process evaluates the economic, environmental, and 
infrastructure needs of a land use and zoning changes in a comprehensive manner.  The purpose of this type 
of planning is to avoid fragmented rezoning that has result in the past.  I ask that this bill be defeated in favor 
of the existing planning process. Asking a few developers to wait for the good of all citizens is worth it.

04/29/2022 13:24:04 Tara Bouchard Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 33-22: Zoning – Residential Districts – Conditional Uses – Townhouses Oppose It appears that this bill supports the development community by rewriting the rules for development resulting 
in piecemeal zoning changes that will negatively impact traffic, environment, schools, recreational 
opportunities, and overall quality of life. Has any analysis been completed for the economic, environmental, 
and infrastructure impacts of this change to the zoning?? Or is this another give the developer what they 
want and the local residents can deal with the negative effects, we won't need to hear from them until 
election time.  Planning & Zoning recommended 'DENIAL' on the land use change from Industrial (pro-brings 
in jobs) to High Density Residential (con- brings in people who need to utilize our poor congested 
infrastructure-roads, schools, lack of public transportation, and negative impact on our environment, etc..).  
Then the developer wants a greater density allowance (so they can maximize their profits while adding 
burden to the residents) and again Planning & Zoning recommended 'DENIAL'.  I guess developers' money is 
greener and more plentiful than the constituents' greenbacks.  Please think about the current residents, your 
current constituents!!!  And to add insult, why is there limited information for the public and limited opportunity 
for the residents to speak up. Please give us a break and stop playing the games that affect the local 
residents.

04/29/2022 22:41:35 Donald E. Weller Millersville 21108 Yes Bill 33-22: Zoning – Residential Districts – Conditional Uses – Townhouses Oppose I oppose this bill.  The public benefits of allowing townhouses in R22 have not been made clear, and the 
impacts on traffic, the environment, and schools have not been analyzed.  The only thing that is clear is that 
certain developers will benefit.  The bill bypasses the goals and planning processes in the recently approved 
GDP, so approving the bill will undermine the GDP.

04/30/2022 11:56:24 Jesse Iliff Annapolis 21403 No Severn River Association Bill 33-22: Zoning – Residential Districts – Conditional Uses – Townhouses Oppose YES
05/01/2022 22:23:00 Patricia Huecker Crofton 21114 Yes Bill 33-22: Zoning – Residential Districts – Conditional Uses – Townhouses Oppose The Council is considering a major change to County Code regarding R22 zoning without study, 

consideration or debate.   The proposed change will affect a 50-acre parcel in Region 2, at the time of Region 
2’s ongoing regional hearings, without any input from Region 2. The residents of Region 2 are being shut out 
of this process.  The proposal would increase the density of R22 by transforming R22 from 100% multifamily 
units to 50% multifamily units and 50% townhouse units. Townhouse units contain higher numbers of 
bedrooms per unit, require more parking spaces and yield a higher school population. This will mean more 
residents, more cars, more school pupils and more traffic. The County is not considering the scale, the cost 
or the burden of this impact.  The proposed changes to Code §§18-4-106 and 18-10-124 include 2 new 
requirements - thus far unstudied - that, in the case of new requirement (5)(i), weakens existing regulation of 
the minimum site acreage for townhouse developments, and in the case of requirement (5)(ii), creates a new 
shared allocation of residential unit types within a single zoning classification without any restriction on the 
allocation of acreage between the 2 types.   There are many questions about this type of zoning change. 
There was no Council work session, no legislative summary and no GDP analysis.  The General 
Development Plan intended citizen involvement prior to changes to zoning regulations. Action on Bill 33-22 at 
this time defeats the goals of GDP Regional Plans.
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Resolution No. 10-22

04/30/2022 9:13:49 Jennifer Sell Severna Park 21146 Yes Res. 10-22: In support of the Caucus of African American Leaders Support I ask that the Councilmembers support this resolution in support of people of color that live within the County.
05/01/2022 20:05:12 Lynn Mumma Annapolis 21401 Yes Res. 10-22: In support of the Caucus of African American Leaders Support Systemic racism and other forms of oppressions have perpetuated, and continue to perpetuate, enormous 

harm to Black, Indigenous, and people of color in Anne Arundel County. I stand with the Caucus of African 
American Leaders of Anne Arundel County in condemning all acts of racism and the many forms of 
discrimination and intolerance that have deprived people of their human rights.

05/02/2022 10:28:27 Lynda Davis Linthicum 21090 Yes Res. 10-22: In support of the Caucus of African American Leaders Support I am writing to urge you to support Resolution 10-22 supporting the “Caucus of African American Leaders of 
Anne Arundel County in condemning all acts of racism and the many forms of discrimination and intolerance 
that have deprived people of their human rights.” If the five of you who voted against the majority of the 
recommendations of the Anne Arundel County Coalition for Police Accountability regarding the Police 
Accountability Board vote for this resolution, I hope you realize the hypocrisy in this and take a close look at 
how this decision and future decisions either eradicate or perpetuate the systemic racism in this county and 
how implicit bias has impacted and continues to impact all of your decisions. If you do not think you are 
impacted by implicit bias, I would recommend that you take the Implicit Association Test https://implicit.
harvard.edu/implicit/takeatest.html for race. I would also recommend that you read What Does It Mean to Be 
White?: Developing White Racial Literacy - Revised Edition By Robin DiAngelo (see https://www.
robindiangelo.com/). As a person socialized as white who grew up in Pasadena, I found this book 
transformative and illuminating. Thank you.
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April 30, 2022 

 

VIA E-MAIL 

 

Ms. Sarah Lacey 

Ms. Alison Pickard 

Mr. Nathan Volke 

Mr. Andrew Pruski 

Ms. Amanda Fiedler 

Ms. Lisa Rodvien 

Ms. Jessica Haire 

 

RE: BILL NO. 31-22 & BILL NO. 33-22 

 

Dear County Council, 

 

The Severn River Association (“SRA”) is concerned that Bill No. 31-22 and Bill No. 33-

22 could result in negative impacts to vital portions of the Severn River’s upper watershed 

by increasing density of residential development in the Ft. Meade area in circumvention of 

the planning process outlined in Plan2040. Accordingly, we urge you to vote against these 

bills. 

 

Specifically, the Severn Run is where the state and private companies are about to embark 

on the most significant stream restoration and stormwater mitigation project in the 

county’s history.  These projects, using millions of taxpayer money, could be nullified by 

increased impervious surface in the Severn Run watershed and attendant increases in 

stormwater volume and pollution loading. Parts of the area impacted by these two pieces 

of legislation are within the watershed of this critical natural area. 

 

Moreover, these two bills short-circuit the comprehensive zoning process outlined in Plan2040 

and various public presentations to communities (e.g. April 20, 2022 Region Plans Community 

Forum presentation (aacounty.org) describing the process for comprehensive, integrated zoning 

and land use decision-making.  
 

To the extent additional housing density is needed to accommodate BRAC, we strongly urge the 

administration to support zoning changes that discourage development of meadows and forest 

while encouraging it on properties that are already impervious and ripe for redevelopment. 

  

https://www.aacounty.org/departments/planning-and-zoning/long-range-planning/region-plans/Community-Forum-Slides-04-20-2022.pdf
https://www.aacounty.org/departments/planning-and-zoning/long-range-planning/region-plans/Community-Forum-Slides-04-20-2022.pdf


Although SRA strongly discourages any new impervious surface, to the extent that the County 

nevertheless creates zoning outside of the comprehensive rezoning process that will 
accommodate more development on currently pervious properties, we expect that it will set aside 

or otherwise arrange for appropriate funds to mitigate the damage these projects will do to the 

watershed through effective stormwater remediation and restoration practices.  

 

Finally, the interval between introduction and voting upon this legislation is too short to 
adequately consider the impacts to the local communities and environment. Accordingly, the 

SRA urges the council to vote against these bills and revisit the myriad complex issues they 

present with adequate time for community involvement and expert analysis.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Jesse L. Iliff 

Executive Director 

 

cc:  

 

Steuart Pittman, County Executive  

Steve Kaii-Ziegler, Planning and Zoning Officer  

Lynn Miller, Assistant Planning and Zoning Officer 


