






































Kaley Schultze <ccschu24@aacounty.org>

Constituent Feedback: Food Truck Legislation (Bill 61-26)
1 message

Michael Reilley Fri, Oct 2, 2026 at 10:26 AM
To: petersmith@aacounty.org, allison.pickard@aacounty.org, nathan.volke@aacounty.org, jhummer@aacounty.org,
amanda.fiedler@aacounty.org, lisa.rodvien@aacounty.org, SLeadbetter@aacounty.org
Cc: ccschu24@aacounty.org

Dear Members of the Anne Arundel County Council,

I am writing to you as a resident of the Two Rivers community in Odenton to share my feedback regarding Bill 61-26 and
its potential impact on local mobile food vendors.

While I understand the legislative goal is to formally codify food trucks into the county use chart, I am deeply concerned
about the highly restrictive operational limits currently included in the text. Capping operations in residential or mixed-use
areas to just three days per week and mandating an 8:00 p.m. closing time will severely hurt these small businesses,
which provide beloved dining variety and build community ties in our neighborhoods.

I appreciate Council Chairwoman Hummer's recent comments expressing a willingness to amend the bill. I urge the full
Council to actively collaborate with our local food truck operators to remove these restrictive caps and ensure Anne
Arundel County remains welcoming to small business owners.

Sincerely,
Michael Reilley
Two Rivers Resident

10/2/26, 3:25 PM Anne Arundel County Mail - Constituent Feedback: Food Truck Legislation (Bill 61-26)

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c6715c754e&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1877948417893368705&simpl=msg-f:1877948417893368705 1/1



Kaley Schultze <ccschu24@aacounty.org>

: October 5 Testimony-Bills 63-26 and 67-26: North County Residents Deserve
Infrastructure Protection, Transparency, Housing Accountability, and a Real Voice in
Our Future
1 message

Deb Cintron Tue, Sep 29, 2026 at 7:11 PM
To: CECS@aacounty.org, petersmith@aacounty.org, allison.pickard@aacounty.org, nathan.volke@aacounty.org,
jhummer@aacounty.org, amanda.fiedler@aacounty.org, lisa.rodvien@aacounty.org, sleadbetter@aacounty.org,
ccschu24@aacounty.org,

Subject: October 5 Testimony-Bills 63-26 and 67-26: North
County Residents Deserve Infrastructure Protection,
Transparency, Housing Accountability, and a Real Voice in Our
Future

To: County Executive Steuart Pittman; Councilmembers Julie
Hummer, Peter Smith, Allison Pickard, Nathan Volke, Amanda Fiedler,
Lisa Rodvien and Shannon Leadbetter; District 1 candidates Kelly M.
Smith and Justin Sherlock; and County Executive candidates Allison
M. Pickard and Dave Crawford

Dear County Executive Pittman, Members of the Anne Arundel
County Council, and Candidates for County Executive and District 1:

My name is Brenda Cintron. I live in the Hanover/Harmans area and
currently serve as President of the Harmans Ridge HOA. I mention
my position because I hear the concerns of homeowners who have
invested their savings, raised families, paid taxes, maintained their
properties and built their lives in this part of Anne Arundel County.
Unless separately authorized by my Board, these comments
represent my personal views as a homeowner and HOA president
rather than a formal resolution of the Harmans Ridge HOA.
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I watched the September 21 County Council meeting from beginning
to end, until approximately 11:30 p.m. I listened to the testimony, the
amendments, the Council discussion and the votes. I did that
because these decisions are not abstract to those of us who live
here. They determine what may be built around our homes, what
infrastructure we will have to live with, and what North County will
look and feel like for decades.

I am not anti-technology. I am not anti-AI. I am not anti-
cybersecurity, economic development or jobs. Anne Arundel
County’s proximity to Fort Meade, NSA, BWI and the Baltimore-
Washington corridor unquestionably makes technology part of our
economic future.

But supporting technology does not require accepting unlimited
industrial-scale development wherever industry wants to put it.
National or regional demand for data infrastructure does not answer
the local land-use question: Where should it go, how much should be
allowed, what protections should surround it, who pays for the
infrastructure, and how close should it be allowed to come to existing
neighborhoods?

Bill 63-26: the moratorium needs stronger grandfathering
protections

I appreciate that Bill 63-26 now acknowledges many of the very
concerns residents have been raising. The amended bill itself states
that modern data centers require significant amounts of electricity,
water and land, may strain County resources and public
infrastructure, can create noise and compatibility issues with
nearby residential and recreational uses, and may outpace the
County’s infrastructure planning if regulations are inadequate. Those
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are not statements from an anti-data-center organization; they are
findings written into Anne Arundel County’s own amended bill. 

But I remain deeply concerned about Amendment 1’s grandfathering
language.

The amended bill would stop the County from accepting new data-
center applications during the moratorium, which could last until
January 31, 2028. However, it allows preliminary plans, site-
development plans, sketch plans, modifications and final plans filed
before the moratorium begins to continue, allows later
applications associated with those plans to continue, and allows
future phases of an existing data center on adjacent or adjoining
properties to proceed. 

That is much broader than what many residents would ordinarily
understand when they hear the word “grandfathered.”

My position is simple: filing paperwork should not be enough to
lock a project into the old rules.

To the fullest extent legally permissible, I ask the Council to narrow
grandfathering to projects that have received the necessary
approvals and permits and have begun substantial physical
construction on the site before the effective date. A speculative
application, preliminary plan or paper filing should not give an
applicant years of development rights while everyone else is
supposedly subject to a moratorium.

I am particularly concerned about the provision allowing future
phases on adjacent or adjoining property. A moratorium should
not contain an exception large enough to allow an existing campus
to keep spreading onto surrounding land while the County is telling
residents that development is paused.

9/30/26, 12:52 PM Anne Arundel County Mail - : October 5 Testimony-Bills 63-26 and 67-26: North County Residents Deserve Infrastructure Protectio…

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=c6715c754e&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1877709668171159034&simpl=msg-f:18777096681711590… 3/15



The proposed work group is a useful concept. It is required to
examine siting, setbacks, screening, water consumption and water
quality, electricity, noise, impact fees, decommissioning and other
issues. But the ordinance provides seven Council appointments, four
County Executive appointments, and several government ex-officio
members.  Residents living closest to potential facilities—including
HOA and community-association representatives—should have a
meaningful, designated voice in that process rather than merely
being invited to comment after recommendations have been
developed.

Virginia gives Anne Arundel an opportunity to learn before
repeating its mistakes

I do not believe we should exaggerate what happened in Northern
Virginia. Not every data center pollutes water, not every data center
creates a noise problem, and data centers have produced substantial
tax revenue there.

But Virginia’s experience provides real evidence that Anne Arundel
should take seriously.

Virginia’s nonpartisan Joint Legislative Audit and Review Commission
concluded that data-center electricity demand will require
substantial additional generation and transmission infrastructure.
Under the Virginia scenarios it studied, a typical Dominion residential
customer could face an estimated $14 to $37 per month in
additional generation and transmission-related costs by 2040, in
constant dollars. That is a Virginia projection—not a forecast for
Maryland—but it demonstrates why Anne Arundel should demand
an independent analysis of ratepayer and infrastructure
consequences before approving widespread development. 
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Loudoun County now has nearly 200 operational data centers in its
eastern area. Its own government says persistent tonal and low-
frequency noise complaints are among the most persistent data-
center issues brought to County officials. Data-center cooling
systems, mechanical systems, transformers and generators can all
contribute to noise. Backup diesel generators emit nitrogen oxides,
particulate matter, carbon monoxide and other pollutants. Loudoun
and Virginia have consequently moved toward stronger generator
emissions standards, noise studies and additional siting controls. 

Loudoun has now eliminated by-right data-center development and
requires future proposals to go through a special-exception process
with public review. That should tell Anne Arundel something: a
jurisdiction with decades of data-center experience is adding more
scrutiny, not less. 

Bill 67-26 deserves much more explanation before October 5

I am also concerned about Bill 67-26, introduced by Councilmember
Pete Smith.

For accuracy, Bill 67-26 does not replace the underlying R1 zoning
on the affected properties. According to the County’s own fiscal
note, it would expand the BWI Mixed Use Overlay Area to three
additional lots that are currently zoned R1 residential. 

But calling it an “overlay” should not minimize what it does.

Under current County law, property inside the BWI Mixed Use
Overlay retains the uses available under its underlying zoning and
gains additional permitted uses, including multifamily dwellings,
townhouses and stacked townhouses, hotels and motels,
professional and general offices, restaurants, banks, car washes,
pharmacies, package-goods stores and specialty retail. 
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For multifamily and townhouse development, the overlay can permit
densities of up to 22 dwelling units per acre, structures and parking
covering as much as 75% of a site, no minimum lot size, and
multifamily buildings as high as 70 feet when additional setbacks
are provided. 

Some of those uses can be beneficial. Mixed-use development can
produce housing, services, employment and economic activity. But it
can also significantly change traffic, density, stormwater runoff,
sewer and water demand, lighting, deliveries, noise, emergency-
service demand and the character of an area.

That is why residents deserve to know why these particular three
R1 properties are being added, who owns them, what
development interest prompted the request, and what is
reasonably anticipated to be built there.

We are constantly being told that Anne Arundel County has an
affordable-housing problem. The data support that statement. The
County’s 2025 Community Needs Assessment reported a median
home price of $500,000 in November 2024, compared with
$449,000 in 2022. Almost half of County renters were spending more
than 30% of their income on rent in 2023, and median rent had risen
to approximately $1,998, nearly 19% above 2019. 

So if adding these R1 parcels to the BWI Mixed Use Overlay is
intended to create housing, I want a straightforward answer:

Where is the affordability requirement?

Increasing the number of units that can be built does not
automatically mean those units will be affordable to teachers, first
responders, young adults, seniors, County employees or working
families.
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Before Bill 67-26 receives final action, I want residents to see the
parcels, anticipated uses, traffic analysis, water and sewer capacity,
stormwater implications, school impacts if residential development is
contemplated, noise implications and any commitments concerning
housing affordability.

North County is not starting from a blank sheet of paper

Those of us living around Hanover, Harmans, BWI and Arundel Mills
already absorb substantial regional infrastructure.

BWI Marshall handled more than 25 million passengers in 2025
and offers approximately 300 nonstop departures every day. That
airport is an important economic engine, but people who live nearby
also experience the aircraft activity, road traffic and noise that
accompany it. 

We also live with Route 100, I-295, Arundel Mills, warehouse and
commercial traffic, airport-related development and the Fort
Meade/BWI growth corridor.

Then consider wastewater. Earlier this year, Anne Arundel County
had to impose a temporary moratorium on new construction and
land-use approvals in part of the Baltimore City Sewer Service Area
because of peak-flow capacity limitations. The County lifted that
moratorium in June only after additional capacity became available,
including an arrangement with the Maryland Aviation Administration
to use unused wastewater capacity from BWI Airport. 

That does not mean our sewer system is currently failing. It does
mean infrastructure capacity is not a theoretical concern.

Hanover also has an environmental history that should make
cumulative environmental review important. Maryland Department
of the Environment records document historical releases of
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chlorinated volatile organic compounds and 1,4-dioxane into soil
and groundwater from the former Kop-Flex facility at 7555/7565
Harmans Road, with remediation and groundwater monitoring
conducted under State and federal oversight. I am not suggesting
that our municipal drinking water is unsafe. I am saying our
community has already lived with an environmental remediation
legacy, and additional industrial-scale development should be
evaluated cumulatively rather than as if every parcel existed in
isolation. 

Public safety and quality of life also deserve attention

I also want to be fair to our Police Department. Preliminary County
data showed substantial reductions in numerous violent-crime
categories during 2025, including citizen robberies, commercial
robberies, carjackings and shootings. That progress deserves
recognition. 

At the same time, residents still experience serious incidents locally.
In 2026 alone, County Police reported a robbery and assault incident
at Arundel Mills following a shots-fired call in March, an armed
commercial robbery at the Exxon on Arundel Mills Boulevard in April,
and a June shooting on Charwood Road in Hanover involving
multiple gunshot victims. 

My point is not that crime is rising countywide—the County’s own
statistics do not support that statement. My point is that our elected
leaders still need sustained attention on public safety and quality-of-
life issues in Hanover, Arundel Mills, Jessup, Brooklyn Park, Glen
Burnie, Severn and throughout the County, including Pasadena,
rather than assuming economic development by itself solves those
concerns.
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Residents need adequate police, fire and EMS resources; safe roads;
functioning sewer and water infrastructure; schools that can absorb
growth; meaningful code enforcement; environmental protection;
attainable housing; and traffic planning before additional high-
intensity development is layered onto communities already carrying
major regional infrastructure.

I am asking Councilmember Smith for transparency, not making
an unsupported accusation

Councilmember Smith, during the September 21 discussion I heard
you speak about your federal/cybersecurity or national-security
experience in explaining why you see a need for data centers and
why you consider Anne Arundel County well positioned for this
industry.

Your official County biography states that you currently work as a
comptroller for the Department of Defense. 

I am not alleging that you have a financial conflict of interest or
that you have violated the County Ethics Law. I do not have
evidence to make that allegation.

However, when an elected official relies on outside federal or
national-security professional experience as part of the justification
for a local land-use position, residents are entitled to confidence that
there is no actual or apparent conflict.

I therefore respectfully ask you to request written guidance from the
Anne Arundel County Ethics Commission concerning your
participation in data-center legislation, publicly disclose the
Commission’s conclusion, and recuse yourself if the Ethics
Commission determines that recusal is required. The County itself
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directs officials to seek Ethics Commission guidance when a potential
conflict may exist. 

That would resolve the question based on the law rather than
speculation.

I am a lifelong Democratic voter, but my support should not be
taken for granted

I also want Democratic officeholders and candidates to understand
my disappointment.

I receive Democratic campaign messages telling voters that our local
leaders will protect us from actions of the Trump administration and
federal immigration enforcement, protect children from gun
violence, address concerns involving Flock cameras, protect green
spaces and waterways, make life affordable for families, and “STOP
new data centers.”

Those are serious commitments.

But when I look at what actually happened with Bill 63-26, the
original legislation that would have imposed substantially broader
restrictions on data centers was introduced by Republican
Councilmember Nathan Volke. The amendment converting that
approach into a temporary moratorium and work-group process was
introduced by Democratic Councilmember Julie Hummer at the
request of Democratic County Executive Steuart Pittman, and
that amendment passed unanimously. 

I cannot claim to know how each Democratic Councilmember would
ultimately have voted had the original bill remained unchanged.
Nobody can honestly establish that counterfactual.

But I can ask every current Councilmember and every candidate to
tell residents clearly, in writing, what you support.
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I am not interested in partisan credit when it comes to my
neighborhood. If a Republican introduces a proposal that protects
residents, I will acknowledge it. If a Democrat introduces one, I will
acknowledge that too. I care about the substance of the legislation.

As a lifelong Democratic voter, I find the disconnect I currently
perceive between some campaign messaging and the details of
legislation disappointing. My vote should not be treated as
automatic simply because of party affiliation.

I personally have not received a meaningful District 1 survey asking
residents how we feel about data centers, the BWI overlay expansion,
cumulative development, traffic, infrastructure capacity, affordability
or these other land-use issues. Kelly Smith and Justin Sherlock, you
are asking to represent District 1 next year. I want both of you
engaging residents now, before Election Day, and explaining
specifically what you would do.

The same applies to Allison Pickard and Dave Crawford as candidates
for County Executive.

AI should be part of this conversation—but so should the people
whose lives AI is changing

I also want our County leaders to be much more engaged with
artificial intelligence.

AI will affect our college students, young adults entering the
workforce, current employees, teachers, government workers,
businesses and families. Many people are excited by the opportunity.
Many are also anxious about whether the careers they trained for will
still exist, whether entry-level jobs will disappear, how their personal
information will be used, and whether they will have an opportunity
to retrain as technology changes their work.
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Maryland just announced a statewide AI framework focused
specifically on workers, communities and children. It includes
plans to bring businesses, labor and higher education together to
address worker transition, prepare students for an AI-shaped
economy, and provide training and transition support. Maryland
Labor has committed $4 million in 2026 to AI-resilient workforce
approaches, and the State’s AI strategy calls for student internships
and training workers in ways intended to enhance rather than simply
replace human workers. 

Anne Arundel County should be participating actively in that future.

With Fort Meade, NSA, BWI, Anne Arundel Community College, our
public schools and our technology employers, this County should be
developing AI literacy, internships, apprenticeships, reskilling
programs, career-transition assistance and clear rules for responsible
governmental use of AI.

Our college students should not graduate into an AI-driven economy
with anxiety and no pathway forward. Current employees should not
simply be told to “adapt” without training and support.

And we should recognize an important distinction:

Being pro-AI and pro-cybersecurity does not require being pro-
data-center-at-any-location.

We can embrace technology while still protecting residential
communities.

What I am asking from each of you

1. Strengthen Bill 63-26’s grandfathering language. To the
fullest extent legally permissible, require necessary approvals and
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substantial physical construction—not merely an application or
preliminary plan—to qualify for grandfathering.

2. Remove or significantly limit the automatic exception for
future phases on adjacent or adjoining properties. A
moratorium should actually pause expansion while permanent
rules are developed.

3. Give residents and community associations a formal voice on
the data-center work group, particularly representatives from
communities most likely to experience future data-center
development.

4. Establish strong permanent standards addressing residential
setbacks, low-frequency and nighttime noise, pre- and post-
construction noise studies, generator emissions, water use,
wastewater capacity, electric-grid impacts, who pays for
transmission and substation infrastructure, traffic, fire/EMS
needs, decommissioning, environmental monitoring and
cumulative impacts.

5. Before final action on Bill 67-26, explain the three R1 parcels
publicly. Identify the intended purpose of expanding the BWI
Mixed Use Overlay, disclose what development is known or
reasonably contemplated, show the
traffic/sewer/water/stormwater implications, and explain what—
if anything—the legislation will do to produce housing that is
actually affordable.

6. Councilmember Smith, obtain Ethics Commission guidance
regarding participation in data-center matters, disclose the
conclusion publicly and recuse if the Ethics Commission
concludes recusal is required.
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7. Kelly Smith, Justin Sherlock, Allison Pickard and Dave
Crawford: publish your positions. Tell voters specifically where
you stand on Bill 63-26’s grandfathering provisions, data-center
siting near residences, Bill 67-26, infrastructure-first
development, utility costs, environmental protections and
affordable housing. Conduct meaningful constituent surveys and
public forums rather than assuming what residents want.

8. Develop a County AI and workforce-readiness strategy with
Anne Arundel Community College, AACPS, workforce-
development agencies, Fort Meade-area employers, organized
labor and the business community so that our students and
current workforce participate in the AI economy rather than
simply experiencing its disruption.

I understand that elected officials must balance economic
development, jobs, tax revenue, national-security needs, housing,
environmental protection and residents’ property rights. I do not
expect every decision to go my way.

I do expect us to be heard.

North County is not vacant land on a planning map. Hanover and
Harmans are communities where people already live. We already
accommodate a major international airport, highways, Arundel Mills,
substantial commercial and industrial activity, freight and commuter
traffic, and the infrastructure associated with Fort Meade.

We have had enough of cumulative impacts being examined one
project at a time while residents live with the combined result.

I want Anne Arundel County to succeed economically. I want
Maryland to lead in AI, cybersecurity and innovation. I want our
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children and college students to have extraordinary opportunities
here.

But growth should improve the lives of the people who already live
here—not simply ask them to absorb another burden.

We are watching the bills. We are watching the amendments. We are
watching the exceptions and grandfathering provisions. We are
watching the votes. And we will be watching whether campaign
promises match governing decisions.

I respectfully ask each of you to respond to these concerns before
the October 5 hearing.

Respectfully,

Brenda Cintron
President, Harmans Ridge HOA
Hanover/Harmans, Maryland
Submitted in my personal capacity as a homeowner and HOA
president

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad
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October 5, 2026 

 

Anne Arundecl County Council Chair Hummer and Councilmembers  
44 Calvert Street 
Annapolis, MD 21401 
 
Dear Chair Hummer and Councilmembers,  
 
The Anne Arundel County Agriculture Commission (the Commission) held an emergency 
meeting today, Monday October 5, 2026, at 10am at which time three amendments to Bill 
61-26 were discussed pertaining to farming and agriculture in Anne Arundel County.  These 
along with other potential amendments were previously discussed by the Legislative 
Committee of the Agriculture Commission on Saturday October 3, 2026, at 9:30am and the 
Legislative Committee made the recommendation to the Commission to support the 
aforementioned amendments.  
 
The Commission voted in favor of the three amendments, and the Commission respectfully 
requests that the Council supports Amendment No.’s 111, 120, and 133 to be proposed by 
Councilmember Leadbetter as follows:  
 

• Amendment No. 111 On page 55 of the amended bill, in line 15, strike the openings 
brackets; and in the same line, strike “]] ALL”.  

o (This amendment maintains the location of manure storage and certain 
accessory structures be limited to only side and rear lot lines.)  

NOTE:   Amendment No. 111, by virtue of striking the brackets and ALL, the amendment 
effectively reverts back to the existing code as-is, which allows time for the Commission to 
gather feedback from the urban farms on lots of 40,000 square feet or less to provide 
information as to the impact of adding the front lot line to the set back requirement.  With a 
smaller amount of space, all things associated with urban farming, including manure, are 
generally smaller in size.  With time and feedback from the urban farmers, a future 
amendment to the code could provide conditions as needed for such storage.  The 
Commission appreciates the time to discuss this need with urban farmers.    
 

• Amendment No. 120 On page 241 of the amended bill, in line 44, strike the opening 
brackets and strike from the closing brackets through and including “INFORMAL”; 
and in line 46, strike the opening brackets. On page 242, in line 19, strike from the 



closing brackets through and including “THE”. (This amendment maintains the 
administrative orders process for zoning violations.) 
 

 
NOTE: Amendment number 120 allows the Agriculture Commission to study this section of 
the code and collaborate with the Office of Planning and Zoning to clarify the process by 
which notice is served to a property owner of a property on which there may be an alleged 
zoning violation.  While we heard today that the Office of Planning and Zoning does not 
make a regular practice of using the Administrative Order as a means for notification to a 
property owner, legislation was passed by the Council in the last three years that added in 
Section 18-17-202 clause (ii) on page 242, lines 12-14, which the Commission supported, 
and reads as follows:  
 
(ii) An order for an alleged violation on property with an agricultural use 12 assessment or 
an approved soil and water quality plan from the Soil Conservation District 13 shall be sent 
by certified mail, in addition to any other method allowed by this section. 
 
Amendment 120 reverts the code back to as-is, including paragraph (ii) as noted above, 
with respect to notification of Zoning Violations and serves as a basis on which to study the 
specific and clear methods of notification service, be it by Informal Letter or as may be 
otherwise specified in the code.  The Commission appreciates the time to discuss this 
notification process and to collaborate with the Office of Planning and Zoning to ensure a 
clear process for delivery of alleged zoning violations to farms and farmers in a timely 
fashion.   
 

• Amendment No. 133 On page 38 of the amended bill, as revised, in line 39, after 

“UNIT” insert “OR AN AGRICULTURAL BUILDING”.  (This amendment removes 
agricultural buildings from the calculation of total floor area for all accessory 
structures.) 

NOTE: Amendment No. 133 will allow farms to continue using accessory structures and 
adding accessory structures within the limitations of the Anne Arundel County Building 
Code Section 105.2.1.14-1 that may be greater in square footage, collectively or 
individually, than the square footage of the principal structure.  For reference, the 
principal structure could be the primary residence; it could be a barn.  Without this 
amendment, Bill 61-26 would potentially prohibit the use of accessory structures on 
farms such as coops, greenhouses, and cold storage facilities.   

 



We thank you very much for your support for these three amendments, as revised.    The 
Anne Arundel Agriculture Commission supports the sections of Bill 61-26 pertaining to 
agriculture uses in the county, subject to the three recommendations for amendment as 
listed above.  

 

We thank the Council, the Office of Planning and Zoning, the Administration, and the 
County Executive for your continued collaboration and support of agriculture in Anne 
Arundel County.   

 

Should you have any questions, please email me, Anna Chaney, Chair of the Commission 
at anna@honeysharvest.com, Deana Tice, Vice Chair of the Commission, at 
enticementstables@msn.com and Brad Nordholm, Secretary of the Commission at 
brad@nordholm.us.    

 

Respectfully,  
 
Anna Chaney 
Anne Arundel County Agriculture Commission, Chair  
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Written Opposing Testimony on Bill 61-26  
 

Anne Arundel County Article 18 Update  

Public Hearing: October 5, 2026 | Bill text reviewed: September 8 and 21, 
2026 amendments  

To: Chair and Members of the Anne Arundel County Council  
 

Submitted by Dawn Hegarty  

Riviera Beach Community, Northern Anne Arundel County resident & homeowner. 

 

My name is Dawn Hegarty. I respectfully oppose Bill 61-26 as amended and ask for an unfavorable 
report unless the bill is revised to protect existing communities, public health, infrastructure, and 
natural resources. I support a clear zoning code, but this broad update allows uses and removes 
conservation protections without a clear review of cumulative effects on overburdened 
communities. 

 

1. The bill expands the definition of a state-licensed medical clinic to include state-licensed 
behavioral health programs and changes the use from conditional to permitted in several 
commercial and mixed-use districts. It also removes existing clinic standards, including 
distances from homes, schools, other clinics, plasma centers, cannabis dispensaries, and 
transitional housing; arterial-road access; safeguards against traffic on local residential 
roads; and the bar on variances. I ask the Council to retain meaningful location safeguards 
and public review. Cannabis dispensaries are a separate zoning use and should remain 
clearly distinguished from behavioral health clinics.  

 
2. Bill 61-26 also removes the Open Space Conservation Overlay as obsolete. The overlay 

identifies Forest Interior Dwelling Species habitat and sensitive areas such as wetlands, 
bogs, floodplains, streams, steep slopes, and buffers. Before removing it, the County should 
publish a parcel-level map and show that equally strong, enforceable protections will 
remain. The purpose clause calls the overlay “obsolete” without defining that term or 
stating a test. It also repeatedly refers to “certain” terms, uses, districts, dates, and 
circumstances without identifying them in the summary. What specific changes are 
meant, what evidence supports removing the overlay, and what enforceable protections 
replace it for each habitat and sensitive area it covers?  
 

 
3. I do not see a clearly defined role for the County Department of Health or Environmental 

Health, or a requirement for cumulative review of existing pollution, health burdens, 
infrastructure capacity, stormwater, waterways and airshed. Please require coordination 
among Planning and Zoning, Health, Environmental Health, and Public Works, with 
written findings available to residents. Cancer and respiratory illness concerns deserve 
careful attention, while recognizing community health and the impacts to the surrounding 
area.  
 

4. The County summary says some proposed changes address needs identified by Growth 
Action Network, MBIA, NAIOP, and land-use attorneys. These stakeholders represent 
different interests. Example: Separately, state witness records show MBIA and NAIOP 



opposed the CHERISH THE COMMUNITY ACT HB1484/SB0978 bills., along with other 
environmental protection bills. That does not prove improper influence over Bill 61-
26, but it raises an appearance of concern and a policy conflict between 
development-industry priorities and community protection goals. Please publish the 
stakeholder comments and meeting records and explain how affected and overburdened 
communities were and are included. 

 

 I ask the Council to:  
 
Explain why the overlay is considered obsolete and retain it until equal or stronger 
protections are defined, identified, mapped, and shown to be enforceable. 

 
Restore stronger location, traffic, and public-review safeguards for behavioral health clinics, 
and keep them distinct from licensed cannabis dispensaries.  

 
Give The Department of Health and Environmental Health a defined review role and 
require review of cumulative health, pollution, infrastructure, stormwater, and 
watershed, along with airshed impacts. (Increased traffic) 

Communities should not lose protections without a public review of health, environmental, 
safety and existing infrastructure impacts with clear safeguards to the existing 
neighborhoods and surrounding area.  

Anne Arundel County residents are already struggling with the rising taxes, added tax to real 
property and utilities, along with additional taxes. Residents, & businesses, are the 
“Stakeholders of Anne Arundel County”. I am concerned that a relatively small number of 
“affordable” homes within a large development has a greater and unjustified burden to the 
open spaces, people and compromises the existing infrastructure.  

Please issue an unfavorable report on Bill 61-26 in its current form. 

 

Thank you. 

 

 

Respectfully,  

Dawn Hegarty  
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