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10/02/2022 20:08:49 Margaret Kaii-Ziegler Annapolis Yes Bill 83-22: Scenic & Historic Roads – Furnace Avenue & Ridge Road Oppose Please see the attached document. YES
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10/02/2022 23:39:30 Lynda Davis Linthicum Yes Bill 84-22: Flags on County Flagpoles Oppose I urge you to vote against this bill because it raises at least five red flags. The first red flag is that this 
bill is being done to stop Black Lives Matter and Gay Pride flags from being displayed. The second red 
flag is that Mr. Volke will deny that this bill has anything to do with these flags. We all know the 
opposite is true. The third red flag is that this is a dog whistle to Mr. Volke’s base, which includes 
Trump voters, many of whom display the US flag. To see this, all one has to do is look at photos of the 
1/6/21 insurrection. The fourth red flag is that the US flag might mean liberty & justice to people 
socialized as white. I would ask Mr. Volke to consider what the flag represents to Indigenous people 
and African Americans, people whose lives were lost, people whose land and labor were stolen, and 
people who have yet to see liberty & justice. The fifth and last red flag is the most dangerous. If this 
attempt to ban certain flags is successful, it will lead us further down the path toward white nationalism 
and fascism and away from liberty & justice for all. I am heartened by the number of people who have 
voiced their opposition to this bill. To me, this shows that Mr. Volke’s bill has had the opposite effect 
than what he intended: it has increased the support for BIPOC & LGBTQIA+ people & their flags.

10/02/2022 16:20:35 Abbie Ellicott Severna Park No Coalition for LGBTQ+ 
Students and WISE 
LGBTQ+ Advocacy Huddle

Bill 84-22: Flags on County Flagpoles Oppose The Coalition for LGBTQ+ Students and the WISE LGBTQ+ Advocacy huddle are opposing this bill.  
Please see attached file for written testimony.

YES

10/02/2022 12:28:32 One Pasadena Steering Committee Pasadena No One Pasadena: Building a 
Safe and Inclusive 
Community

Bill 84-22: Flags on County Flagpoles Oppose Please see attached. YES

09/24/2022 12:01:47 Elizabeth and James Schroll Pasadena Yes Bill 84-22: Flags on County Flagpoles Oppose THE COUNTY MAY NOT PERMIT PRIVATE PERSONS OR ENTITIES TO FLY FLAGS ON 
COUNTY FLAGPOLES.  Leaving aside whatever base-baiting purpose this bill has, it is simply poor 
legislation and should be rejected for the following reasons:  - Government actions should solve 
problems or seize opportunities affecting the health, safety, and/or welfare of the public  This does 
neither.  It is a solution looking for a problem.  - It doesn’t do anything that can’t be done now.  The 
County surely is able to control what is done on/with  its own property (in this case, its flagpoles) 
without this legislation.    - Its meaning is, at best, muddled.  Taken literally, this bill would not prohibit 
the County from flying a Nazi swastika at one of its facilities, but it would prohibit a 10 year old 
summer camp participant from raising or lowering the US flag at a County-owned park.  We urge you 
to reject this bill quickly and get on to the serious issues which affect the County.
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Chairwoman Rodvien and Council Members; 

Please accept this written testimony for Bill 83-22 that is on the agenda for this evening. 

I am a previous employee of the County and have lived in this County since 1997. I find this bill to be 

completely unnecessary and quite objectionable considering the consequences, should it pass. 

As a land use planner with over 30 years of experience, I recognize and fully support programs that are 

intended to protect and preserve our scenic and historic treasures.  I also know through experience that 

there is a need to apply regulation appropriately, especially when it comes to infrastructure and that 

sound judgment is needed when making any changes. 

There is nothing to be gained by the public if this bill is passed. The roads are already heavily protected 

from being widened or straightened by virtue of being in and adjoining the Patapsco State Park. Both 

roads are steadily used for cut through traffic between Anne Arundel and Howard Counties. Our County 

will be burdened with the necessary road infrastructure improvements that will be needed as the traffic 

grows if this Bill is passed.  

The true intent of this bill can only be to benefit the developers of land in the surrounding area. By 

designating these roads as Scenic and Historic, the developers will no longer be required to address their 

traffic impact through the APF Ordinance. The extent of improvements that could be required on these 

roads is already highly limited due to their proximity to the Patapsco State Park and therefore negates 

the argument for the need of additional protection.  

Extending the proposed bicycle infrastructure on Ridge Road will become more difficult. Since only the 

most necessary changes for vehicular safety will be allowed should this road receive designation, 

providing an on-road bike lane and connection to the Patapsco Greenway will be less likely achieved and 

possibly not at all.  

This Bill will set a precedent for all future development in the County as the designation of scenic and 

historic will eliminate the need to address APF while allowing new development to still impact the roads. 

A better use of time would be to address the deficiencies in our current regulations and guidelines in the 

County’s Scenic and Historic Roads Program and develop a more robust code with clear guidance on 

how to meet the true goals and intent of the program. There is no reason why a Scenic and Historic 

Road should be exempt from APF with appropriate regulation and guidelines. Absent this guidance, no 

changes should be made to our inventory. Using flawed regulation to meet goals other than their true 

intent is less than honorable and every effort should be made to correct these deficiencies before more 

damage is done.  

I thank you for your time, and appreciate your consideration of my testimony. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret Kaii-Ziegler 

743 Pearson Point Place 

Annapolis, MD 21401 

Mkaii1@umbc.edu 

Bill No. 83-22



TESTIMONY re second VOLKE FLAG BILL (84-22) 

I am submitting testimony from the Coalition for LGBTQ+ students and the WISE 
LGBTQ+ Advocacy huddle.  Our organizations oppose bill 84-22, in which private citizens 
would be prohibited from having flags flown from county flagpoles. 

This bill is problematic for a number of reasons.  First and foremost, it is unnecessary. 
There is simply no need for a resolution like this in Anne Arundel County.  We do not 
have a problem with private citizens having flags displayed on county property.  This bill 
is creating an issue where none truly exists.  It is interesting that the Republican party 
purports to support small government and to work against government overreach, but 
this bill is the opposite, as it seeks to enact unnecessary laws that expand government 
control over private citizens and organizations.  

Second, similar to the first bill proposed by Mr. Volke (74-22) this bill limits free speech 
in our county, which is a dangerous precedent and should be avoided (other than 
limiting hate speech). 

Volke has said he proposed this bill to avoid a law suit like the one that occurred in 
Boston vs. Shefflett.  However, we are concerned that the true intention of Mr. Volke is 
to prohibit and limit the display of flags that represent groups he opposes, such as Pride 
flags and Black Lives Matter flags. The Pride flag is important as it conveys inclusion and 
affirmation to all our LGBTQ+ citizens.  Currently the Pride flag is displayed at county 
libraries to show that LGBTQ+ folks are welcome and will be safe in these spaces.  AACC 
has Pride flags displayed to convey the same message.  We are concerned that Mr. 
Volke’s bill would lead the way toward the prohibition of displaying Pride flags in these 
spaces.   

Please vote no on this bill. 

Sincerely, 

The Coalition for LGBTQ+ Students 
WISE LGBTQ+ Advocacy Huddle 

Bill No. 84-22



Honorable members of the Anne Arundel County Council; 

One Pasadena urges a nay vote on bill 84-22, titled: "AN ORDINANCE concerning: General 
Provisions – Flags on County Property". 

One Pasadena is a local grassroots organization, with over 1000 members, dedicated to 
building a safe and inclusive community. 

In that light, we hold that this proposed ordinance is flawed and designed to sow division. 

The proposed flag protocol for Anne Arundel County is out of alignment with any other flag 
code, and is otherwise without substance.  

The intention of this proposed ordinance is to specifically ban various Pride, Black Lives Matter, 
and other affirming flags -- flags that demonstrate community, connectedness, freedom and 
support. 

Based on the current council makeup, we assume this bill will fail. We’re curious as to how the 
votes will fall, and we remain concerned that any member of the council would rather create 
division and dissent than focus on the people’s business.  

Bill No. 84-22




