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Submitted by Eileen Britt
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Submitted by Eileen Britt
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Submitted by Eileen Britt
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Submitted by Latina Wilson
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Submitted by Latina Wilson

Compliance by Commissioners with DEI Policies

Submitted by Latina Wilson
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Submitted by Latina Wilson
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Entrepreneurs Grant Competition PG. 34
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Moratorium on Data Centers PG. 36

Submitted by: 1. Khaliq Greathouse; 2. Jessica Cassidy; 3. Brenda Lough; 4. Olivia
Robinson; 5. Skylar Robinson; 6. Milton Guzman; 7.Jackie Wesley; 8.Yvonne Stanton; 9.
Jasmine Tiamfook; 10. Tiffany Marte; 11. Frank Robinson; 12.Aliyah Malazarte; 13. David
Lopez; 14. Danielle Dixon; 15. Jazmine Gordon; 16. Madeline Kaba; 17. Keith Quaine; 18.
Major Robinson; 19. Faith Shelton; 20. Kendall Tucker; 21. Eleni Varlas; 22. Owen
Whalen; 23. Patricia Williams; 24. Rachel Marino

Ban on Data Centers PG. 84

Submitted by: 1. Patrice Gutrick; 2. Lavon Harper; 3. Deborah Dwomoh; 4. Connor
Sauers; 5. Michael Jenkins; 6. Patricia Ruiz

Quarterly Joint Accountability Meetings for Data Center Discussion PG. 96
Submitted by Micaiah Lloyd

Ban on Non-Disclosure Agreements for Technology or Data Centers PG. 98
Submitted by Micaiah Lloyd

Economic Development Task Force PG.100
Submitted by Micaiah Lloyd

Permanent Ban on Data Centers Above Tier 2 PG.102
Submitted by Micaiah Lloyd

Planning for Long-term Maintenance in New Home Subdivisions PG. 104

Submitted by Eileen Britt
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*NEW SUBMISSION™* Legislation Proposal - Long Form

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Mon 3/30/2026 1:00 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal - Long Form

Submission #: 4729971

IP Address: | A
Submission Date: 03/30/2026 1:00
Survey Time: 3 minutes, 4 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content

CONTACT PERSON NAME

John Adelodun

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL
adeloduj@charlescountymd.gov

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

(240) 776-6709 ext. 2909

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

John Adelodun

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Remove the Heritage Commission from the County Code
CODE REFERENCES

§ 62 2Establishment; purpose. [P.L.L., 1982, ch. 304; 1988, ch. 44] A. There is a Charles County Heritage Commission. B. The

purpose of the Commission is to manage, procure, preserve and disseminate materials relating to the local history of Charles
County.

PROBLEM
This Commission was established to prepare for the County's bicentennial celebration, it has not been active for over 20 years.

Ronald Brown, former staff member of College of Southern Maryland, served as the Sole Curator for this Commission through
his work at Southern Maryland Studies Center (SMSC).

SOLUTION
Store the archival materials of the Charles County Heritage Commission with the Southern Maryland Studies Center (SMSC),

located at the College of Southern Maryland (CSM) in La Plata, Maryland. This collaboration will ensure the long-term
preservation, accessibility, and professional care of historically valuable records, while supporting transparency and public
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engagement, Transferring these documenits to'the Southern Maryland Studies Center (SMSC) for archiving since'the SMSC has
the appropriate infrastructure and experience in ‘handling government related historical materials-and is diready stewards for
various collections such as Charles County Bicentennial, Charles County Tertentenary , Charles County Cultural Community
-Center Commlttee Charles County Cooperative Extension Service,, Charles County Sheriff's Office., Charles Courity Board of
Elections., Richard R. Clark Senior Center, Old La Plata Jail Charles County Court Records This ahgnment would situate the
Heritage Commission’s collection amang related local government archives, i mcreasmg its value to researchers and the public:
The SMSC employs trained archivists and offers climate-controlled storage to preserve fragile and historic materials. Documents
stored at the SMSC are available to the public by request, in alignment with state and local regulations. The: SMSC has confirmed:
willingness to-house these materials as part of- their public service mission.

COST

none

‘ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

The SMSC has conﬁ_rmed-will'ingness to house these materials as part-of their public service mission.
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

none

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County; MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. P[e_ase do not reply directly to this e_:_nail.'
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& Outlook
*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Wed 3/25/2026 2:42 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.govs; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4710078

Submission Date: 03/25/2026 12:11
Survey Time: 11 minutes, 59 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
p

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Joseph Mank

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

M

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

To establish a standard of minimum attendance guidelines for Charles County Commissioners.
CODE REFERENCES

N/A

PROBLEM

There is not a strict attendance legislation outlined in regards to attendance requirements for Charles County Commissioners.
The lack of such legislation does not currently foster an environment where regular attendance is required and therefore the
best interests of the populace is not being best served. Also there should be a requirement of in person attendance to avoid
potential conflicts of interest

SOLUTION

There should be a legal requirement that all commissioners should attend no less than 85% of all scheduled meetings either in
person or virtual. In addition to all meetings attended no more of those meetings shall be attended 15% virtually to satisfy this
requirement
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ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
Community at large
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
N/A

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

A Legal requirement that all Charles County Commilssioners should be required to attend no less than 85% of all scheduled
meetings-either in person or virtual. In addition to alf meetings attended rio more than 15% of thosé: meetings shall be atfended
virtually to satisfy this requlrement If 2 commissioner does not meet the attendance requirements they will be' subject to
prorated salary forfeiture baséd on the number of meetings not attended helow the attendance requirement, (n additicn'if a-
tommiissioner fails to attend 70% of all scheduled meetings then that particular commissioner shall have been deemed to have
forfeited their office.

OTHER [NFORMATION TO NOTE,

Tharik you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please.do not reply directly to this email,
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Thu 3/26/2026 10:21 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4714404

it
Submission Date: 03/26/2026 10:20

Survey Time: 24 minutes, 19 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Debra Jones

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
Port Tobacco, MD 20677
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Legislative Proposal: Investigations into commissioner actions Require disclosure of commissioner investigations, findings &
disciplinary actions Proposal Summary: Enact legislation that would require the Board of County Commissioners to make public
any investigations with findings whenever the investigation is related to Commissioner acts and those acts constitute grounds for
disciplinary action, retroactive to 12/1/2018.

CODE REFERENCES

Unknown

PROBLEM

The Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) is elected by and accountable to the people of Charles County. Currently, there is no
means for the public to definitively know whether and when a commissioner has engaged in improper actions. Without such
knowledge, the people of Charles County are effectively disenfranchised because they lack essential information about their
representatives’ conduct. This lack of transparency results in an erosion of trust and a lack of true accountability to the people of
Charles County. EXAMPLE: On June 9, 2020. the BOCC received a briefing from Ms. Bernadette Sargeant regarding her
investigation — paid for by the taxpayers of Charles County — that found Commissioner Thomasina Coates: 1. “Subjected (County
Administrator) Mark Belton to an abusive, hostile work environment;” and 2. “Tarnished (Mr. Belton’s) reputation and hindered
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‘his ability to do his job”; and 3. “Was disparaging and disrespectful toward Mr. Belton;” and 4. “(Coates’) actions were racially
‘motivated,” and 5. “That creating a hostile work environment is legally.actionahle;” As-a re_su'lt of Ms.--Sargeant's-ﬁndings, which
were détailed in the 27-page "Sargeant Repért,” thé BOCC censured Commissicner Coates. FIRST: None. of this was knawn to the
‘titizens of Charles County prior to the 2022 election. The people of Charles County were deprived of the right to knowledgeably
vote for cantidates baséed on these highly relevant findings that have since impacted the county via lawsuits. SECOND: Citizens.
laterbecame awaré that a “2nd Sargearit Report,” alse paid for by the citizens of Charles County, had been conipleted and’
contained “employee allegations of discrimination, bullying, and retaliation by a current Cornmissioner” On October 24, 2023,
the BOCCvoted 3 2 not to release any- part of the 2nd Sargeant Report to the publtc This independent investigation into
comiissioner actions, which was paid for by the citizens of Charles. County, remains concealed to this day.

SOLUTION

Enact legislation requiring that if a county commissioner is found to have; A, Committed an act that would be grounds for
disciplinary action if the same act were: performed by a county employee; or B. Commiitted _an:'act-that would be-eligible for-
disciplinary-action / censure based on rules i effect for.and applying to the Board of County Commissioners, or C. Committed an
act that results in disciplinary action, however minar, including written-admonisiment by a professional organization or licensing
agency, then the associated investigation and its siitcomes must be made public within fifteen {15} days of the finding being
-completed;’lssued by the investigator, This will apply to any and-all investigations iiito commissioner conduct including those
performed bv the Department of Human Resaurces ar contracted ta an independent investigator; any investigations and ﬁndings
of an Inspector General of Charles County or the State of Maryland; or by any other.agency or arm of government. This also
applies to any ﬁndmgs of misconduct by any prafessional organization or licensing agency, and any findings that are discovered
after their completion, even if the BOCC was unawire at'the time of investigation: Upon determining of a finding: a. A member
of the BOCC must read aloud &' sumimary of the investigation-and fifiding(s) at the BOCC's next opeh meeting: and b. A written
copy.of the investigaticn and findings shall be posted to a prominent and logical location on the county’s-website; such as on the.
Ethics Commission page ar imkmg to the report-directly from that page; ancl c. Redachons to the investigation.and findings may
only include those necessary to protect whistlebiowers.in the county and may not be used in any way to conceal the actions of
elected officials from the public. This legislation s retroactive to findings dating back to Decémber 1, 2018. Once this Iegislatlon
is'enacted, a member of the BOCC will read this legislation aloud atthe next Legislative Day of '

COST

‘Negligible. Furthermore, passing this legislation may ultimately yield savings te taxpayers in the future.
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
TBOG-

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
None anticipated

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE
See language in “Solutioh” above.
OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE
N/A,

Thank you,

Charfes County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this smail.

006



& outlook

*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 8:44 AM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4714702

e
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 8:44

Survey Time: 27 minutes, 31 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
DERRICK TERRY
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

!a|!o!, H|! !!a!

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Implement a traffic calming program enabling HOAs to fund speed cushions or humps through full or shared cost models on
County or HOA roads. This approach empowers residents to address speeding concerns quickly while reducing reliance on slow
public funding. The County maintains oversight through engineering standards, placement, and safety review by combining
community initiative with professional guidance to improve safety, efficiency, and accountability on residential streets.

CODE REFERENCES
Charles County Road Ordinance (Chapter 276 — Traffic Calming)
PROBLEM

Many HOA neighborhoods face persistent and often escalating traffic safety issues that negatively impact residents’ quality of
life. One of the most pressing concerns is speeding. Residential streets are designed for low volume, low speed traffic where the
absence of physical deterrents such as speed humps, stop signs, or speed cameras, excessive speeding continues unchecked.
This creates dangerous conditions for pedestrians, particularly children, seniors, and families who rely on these streets for
walking, biking, and everyday activities. The lack of traffic calming measures increases the risk of serious injury and undermines
the sense of safety residential communities are meant to provide. Another major issue is cut through traffic. As congestion
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worsens on main roads, drivers increasingly use neighborticod streets as-shortcuts, Without effective traffic calming, these roads
hegin to function like exterisions of larger thoroughfares, bringing higher traffic volumes-and faster moving vehicles into areas
never desngned to handie them. This not only incieases the likelihood of accidents But also erodes the sense-of community and
security, Relying solely on enforcement is nota sustainable solution. Law enforcement resources are limited anid cannot provide
continuous monitoring. As a result, speeding often resumes once enforcement presence is reduced, creating-a cycle of
complaints without long term resolution. Addmonaily, the absence of speed cushions or. humps contnbutes to greater accident
severity. Research consistently shows that higher speeds lead to more severe injuries and fatalities. On a_personal note, my wife
‘and t have witnessed and prevented at least five near misses sérious injury or death of a ¢hild, Lastiy, doise and overall guality
of:life concerns are-affected by speeding velicles, sudden braking, and-aggressive driving-causing engaing disruption, making-
outdoor spaces less enjoyable, and potentially reducing neighborhood appeal overtime.

SOLUTION

A practical and effective solution is to establish a formal traffic calming program that allows HOA communities te install speéd
cushions and/or speed humps through either 100% HOA funded or-a shared-cost partnership with Charles County. This approach
empowers neighberhoods to directly address speeding and cut through traffic while creating a clear and consistent process
where none currently exists. The program should begin with a simple, HOA-led. application. Communities would submit. requests
outlining-safety concerns, supported by resident feedbiack-and documented issues such as speeding, hear misses, of increaséd
traffic voluime. Research shows that speed is & critical factor in roadway safety. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration, the risk of a‘pedestrian fatality increases dramatically as vehicle speeds tise, with severe injur’y_’riék-intre_asin'g_
significantly above 25 mph. Additionally, studies from the Federal Highway Admiinistration indicate that speed humps can reduce
average speeds by 15 '20% and cut traffic volumes on resrdennal streets-by-up to 13%. Clear engineering.and placement
standards must be established to ensure these measufes ef‘fen:nvely reduce speeds without impacting. dralnage, emergency
access, or roadway integrity. The County wauld review and approve all designs to ensuré safety and consistericy, while HOAs.
wauld fully fund 6F share installation costé. The program should also define maintenance résponsibilities. Under a fully HOA-
funded model, the HOA manages upkeep:and in‘a shared cost medel, responsibilities can be divided or supported bythe County,
-ensuring jong-term accountability. Ultimately, this program offers a proactive, self-enforcing approach to traffic safety. Unlike
-enforcement alone; speed cushions and humps provide a constant physical reminder to slow down, |eading to reduced speeds,
fewer crashes; and improved-quality of life.

COST

Typical instailation.costs in Maryland: Speed Cushioris:$2,500 — $6,000 per unit Speed Humips: $2,600 — $7,000 per unit Costs
vary based-on materiats, design specifications, and roadway conditions.

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Piney Grove Estates Homgowners Association Board of Directors

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

If there's going to be pushback; it'll probahly come from emergency service Qrganiz__aﬁons_fhat are concerned about delays.or
difficulty navigating speed humps and cushions.

PROPGSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL: Establishment of a Residential Traffic Calming Partnership Progrant I. PURPOSE This proposal establishes
a Resfdential Traffic Caliming Partnership Program under Charles Cotinty Rc')ad_Or‘dinahl_:'é__cha_'pter 276 to enable installation of
speed cushions and humps through HOA funding with-County oversight. Il. BACKGROUND & NEED Although permitted, traffic
calming measures are rarely implemented in Charles County despite rising demand. Communities face persistent speedmg,
increased cut-through traffic, pedestrian safety risks, and declining Guality of life. Enforcement aloneis insufficient due to.limited
rescurcés and teémporary impact. IIl. PROBLEM STATEMENT The lack-of infrastructure has fed to higher ¢rash risk, frequent near
‘misses, and residential roads functionirig as arterial routés. Concerns about emergency response délays persist, though modern
designs accommedate emiergency vehicles: IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION Create a partnership program with: A, HOA application.
process with documented support B. Funding options: full HOA or shared-cost C: County oversight for design, safety, and
compliance D. Deﬁned maintenance respansibiiities hased on funding madel V. SUPPORTING DATA NHTSA data shows pedestrian
fatality risk rises above 25 mph FHWA reports speed humps reduce speeds by 15-20% and téaffic volume by up to 13%,
providingconsistent, self enforcing tontrol. VI. COST ESTIMATES Spead cushions: $2,500 56,000 Speed humps: $2,600 $7,000
V. REGIONAL COMPARISON Peér jurisdictions widely implement these measures, d_'e'mon_st‘r_atihg'-efféctive'néss’. VIIl.
OPROSITION Emergency concerns are mitigated.through des'lgn and engmeerlng review, with minimal impact shown elsewhere.
IX. BENEFITS Improved safety, reduced speeding, enhanced !Nabihty, and cost-efficient solutions. X. RECOMMENDATION
Establish the program, standardlze gmde!mes, pilotin select. mmmunmes, and expand Countywide.

OTHER [NFORMATION TQ NOTE

Speed cushions/humips are a proven traffic calming measure that slow vehicles to safe residential speeds while maintaining
designs that allowemergency and first responder vehicies to pass safely: Properly engineered speed cushions/humps minimize
delays for fire trucks, arbulances, and police without compromising nmghborhood safety. In Maryland, speed cushions, humps
:and/or bumps are common in Montgomery, Howard, Baltimare, and Frederfick Counties.on resideritial streets to reduce
speeding. In Nerthern Virginia, counties like Fairfax.and Arlington use them in neighborhoods and school zones as.part of traffic
calfming programs, They are typically installed on local streets with high speeds or cut-through traffic to improve safety.
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Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply direttly to this email.

009



LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL

Establishment of a:Residential Traffic Galming Parinership Program with Hormeowners,
Associations:and Chartes County Government

I. PURPOSE

This proposal seeks to establish a formal Residential Traffic Calming Pa'rtne_rsh'ip--Progr_a_m under
Charles County Road Ordinance Chapter 276 - Traffic Calming to facititate the instatlation of speed
cushions and speed humps in residential communities through Homeowners Association (HOA)-
driven funding and County oversight.

il. BACKGROUND & NEED

At’thoug_h Chapter 276 permits the use of traffic ca'lming measures, implementation.across Charles
County remains virtually nonexistent despité increasing resident demand.

Residential communities throughoutthe County are experiencing and without physical deterrents,
unsafe driving behaviors quickly return;

1. Pérsistent and excessive speading
‘Increased cut-through traffic. due to fegionat congestion

2
3. FElevated safety risks for.pedestrians, including children and seniors
4. Noise pollution and clecli_ning;qua_lity of life

5

Enforcement dlone has proven insufficient due to limited law enforcement resources and,
the-temporary nature of traffic stops.

. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The-absence of effective traffic calming infrastructure has resulted in:
1. Increased likelihoed and severity of vehicle collisions
2. Frequent hear-miss incidents not captured in official data
3. F{esidential streets functioning as unintended arterial foadways
4. Reduced pedestrian safety and community livability

5. Additienally, concerns regarding emergency response delays have been cited as a barrier to
implementation,

However, modern speed cushions and humps are-engineéred to accommodate emergency
vehicles, particularly those with wider axle widths.

V. PROPOSED SOLUTION

Establish & Residential Traffic Calming Partnership Program with the following components:
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1. HOA-Initiated Apptication Process:
2. HOAs may subimit formal.'_requests identifying traffic safety concerns

‘3. -Applications must include resident suppaort and supporting documentation (e.g., speed
data, complaints, near-misses)

4, Funding Structure

5. Option 1: 100% HOA-funded installation

6. Option 2: Shared-cost model between HOA and Charles County-

7. County Oversight

8. Charles County will review, approve, and oversee all designs

9. Ensure compliance with-engineering, _saf'ety, and _place_ment standards
10, Evaluate impacts on drainage, roadway integrity, and emergency access
11. Maihténance Responsibilities

a. HOA assumes maintenance under fully funded-model
b. Shared-cost agreements define maintenance responsibilities.collaboratively

V. SUPPORTING DATA

According to the National Hig’hway Traffic Safety'Adm'inistration', pedestrian fatality risk increases
significantly as vehicle speeds exceed 25 mph.

The Federal Highway Administration reports:
1. Speed humps reduce average vehicle speeds by.15-20%
2. 'Traffic volumes decrease by up to 13% on residential streets

3. These measures provide continuous, self-enforcing traffic.control, untike intermittent
enforcement.

VI. COST ESTIMATES
Typical installation costsin Maryland:
1. Speed Cushions: $2,500 ~$6,000 per unit
2. Speéd Humps: $2,600~%$7,000 per tinit
3. Costs vary based on materials, design specifications, and roadway conditions.
VIl. REGIONAL COMPARISON
Comparable jurisdictions actively utilize these measures, inb‘ludihg_:

1, Montgomery County, Maryland
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2. Howard County, Maryland

3. Baltimore County, Maryland

4. Frederick County, Maryland

5. Faiffax County, Virginia

6. Arlington County,.Virginia
These jurisdictions successfully incorporate traffic calimiing into residential safety strategies.
VIll. ANTICIPATED OPPOSITION

Potential concerns may arise from emergency service providers regarding response times-and
damage to vehicles

IX. BENEFITS
1. Reduced vehicle speeds and safer neighborhoods
2. Decreased cut-through traffic
3. Improved pedestrian and cyclist safety
4.. Enhanced quality of life for residents
5. Cost-efficient, community-driven infrastructure improvements
X. IMPLEMENTATION RECOMMENDATION
[t is recommended that the Charles County Government:
1.. Formally establish the Residéntial Tratfic Calming Partnership Program
2. Developstandardized application procedures and engineering guidelines
3. Pilotthe program in select HOA communities
4. Evealuate cutcomes and expand Countywide
XI, CONCLUSION

This proposal provides.a balanced, data-driven, and community-centered solution to a growing
public safety concern. By combining HOA initiative with County oversight, Charles County can
modernize its approach to residential traffic safety while maintaining accountabitity and efficiency.

Respectiully submitted,

Derrick Terry

Waldorf Resident
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
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To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715554

P acvess:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 2:20

Survey Time: 47 minutes, 55 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Eileen Britt

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

’

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal eliminates the Planning & Design Review Board (PDRB) as a duplicative layer of approval while preserving HOA and
Master Association authority. Once approved at the community level, applicants may proceed directly to County permitting. This
streamlines the process, reduces delays and costs, and improves transparency and efficiency.

CODE REFERENCES

Charles County Code, Chapter 297 — Zoning Ordinance (Including PUD provisions §297-212—§297-231 and Site Plan Review §297-
285 et seq.) Charles County Code, Chapter 278 Subdivision Regulations Charles County Code, Chapter 250 Building Code
(Permitting) Charles County Code, Chapter 98 — Board of Appeals Docket 90 — Revised and Restated Order (September 9, 2014)

PROBLEM

Under the current framework established by Docket 90, Revised and Restated Order (September 9, 2014) , architectural review
within Planned Unit Developments (PUDs) includes an additional layer of approval through Planning & Design Review Boards
(PDRBs). While HOAs and Master Associations already review and approve applications in accordance with their governing
documents, applicants are often required to seek further approval from a PDRB before proceeding to County permitting. This
structure creates unnecessary duplication, delays, and added costs. PDRBs frequently face challenges establishing quorum or
meeting consistently, resulting in stalled residential and commercial projects. Businesses are particularly impacted, as they must
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often pay additional fees for PDRB review while still being required fo obtai County permits. This redundant process increases
expenses, slows econamic activity, and creates uncertainty for property owners. Additionally, PDRBs operate-with limited
transparency and aversight. In many cases, there is no.publicly available list of members; no defined selection-process; ho
recorded charter, .and no consistent meeting minutes or reporting. This lack of structure creates confusion among homeowners,
businesses, HOAs, and Master Associations regarding roles, authority, and expectations. Architectural review is afready
effer.twely addressed at-the HOA or Master Assaciation level and through County permitting requiretnents, The additional PORB
layer does riot: provide meaningfut régulstory value'and instead-introduces’inefficiency.and administrative burden. This'bill
addresses these issugs by removing the PDRB as a duplitative appraval authority while presefving HOA and Master Association
review and allowing applicants ta praceed directly to County permitting once community-level approval is.obtained.

SOLUTION

This bill streamlines. architectural review in Planned Unit Developrnents {PLIDs) under Docket 90 by removing the Planning &
Design Review Board (PDRB) as # duplicative:appraval layer while pres'erving_'th'e'_authori_ty of HOAS and Master Associations.
HOAsand Master Assaciations will continue to review and apgrove applications:in accordance with their governing documents.
For |mprcvements requiring a Gounty |ssued permit, once community approval is obtained, applicants may proceed directly fo
County permitting without-additional PDRB approval. The bill eliminates redundant reviews and associated private fees, reducing
:costs for homeowners and businesses, and irmproves efficiency by aligning architectural review with existing County permittirig
.processes. it includes amendments to Chapter 297 {Zoning Ordinance), sugersedes conflicting provisions in Docket 90, and
recommends supporting updates to Chapters 278, 250, and 98 1o ensure consistericy, HOAs and Master Associations retain
author;ty over nan-permitted improvements, while: the County maintains oversight through permitting. This approach reduces.
delays, eliminates unnecessary red tape, and creates a clearer, more efficient process far all stakeholders.

COST

‘Minimal fiscal impact. Mihor staff time and updates, 'abs'_or_‘he'd into existing processes, Eliminates redundant reviews and fees,
reducing costs. Improves revenue by reducing business defays and enabling

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Organizaticns that may support this Hill locally include HOAs and Master Associations impacted by the Docket 90 Ordinancé,
business:and economic groups such as the Charles County Chamber of Commerce aid Charles County Economic Development.
Department, due to reduced. delays, lower-costs, and improved efficiency that supports both homeowners and local busingsses

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Drgamzahons that may oppose this bil! tnclude developer—al:gned organlzanons and proparty management firms currently
‘involved in administering PDRB reviews, as they may experience a loss of revenue from application processing fees and reduced
administrative cantrol.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Section __. Architectural Review Authorlty and Process A. Recognition of HOA and Master Association. Authority Nothmg in this-
Act shall dimiinish the authority of duly established Hormeowners Associations (HOAs) or Master Associations.to réview. and
‘approve architectural applications in accordance with their governing documents: B. Elimination of PDRB: Authcrlty
Notwithstanding any provision of Docket 90, Revised and Restated Order {Septerber 9, 2014}, or any related governing
‘document; the Planning & Design Review Board {PDRB) shall have no authority to.approve, deny, or condition afchitectural
applications. Any such rale js hereby eliminated. C. Streamlined Review- Process Upon approval by the applicabile HOA or Master
Assaciation; applicants for improvements requiring a County -issued permit may proceed:directly to Charfes County for
permitting and review. No additional approval. by a PDRB or similar-entity shall be required. D. Pl‘ﬂhlblhon on Redundant Review
and Fées Architectural review shall not be duplicative: Applicants shall riot be required to obtain multiple approvals-for the-same
scope of work or pay fees'te any private or pon County entity beyond HOA ar Master Association requirements and County
‘astablished fees, E. Coordination with County Permittirig County review shall be integrated with permitting-processes to ensurg
‘efficiency, with HOA .or Master Association approval recognized as satisfying applscable private governance requirements. F, Non
Permitted improvements Far improvements not:requiring a County-issued permit, HOAs or Master Associations shall retain full
authority to review and approve gpplications. G. Conﬂlctmg Provisions Any conflicting. prowsuon of Docket 90of related.
governing documents establishing PDRB-autherity is hereby superseded and shal! be of no force or effect.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Over the past two years, residents across multiple commun‘ities within the Docket 90 framework have repeatedly come befare
the Board of Commissioners-to raise serious concerns abaut the: Plannmg & De5|gn Review Board (PDRB] These are not isolated
-compiamts -they reflect a consisterit pattern of issues mpachng hoth homeowners and businesses. During the March 17, 2026,
Commissicher Comments segment, a local businéss owner Courageously spoke about the real impacts of this process, including
-delays that affect their ability to operate and generate revenue. This is  critical point contention, our local businesses.are
eronamic pariners, and unnecessary delays directly impact an our Coupty’s economic health. The concerns are clear: lack of
transparency, no publicly avatlable-information on board members or how they are selected, no conmstent or open meetings,
and little to no-accessible records, such as meeting minutes. This is-not the level of accountabrhtv our residents or Business
community should expect frorm a pracéss that directly affects property use énd investment. This is also fiot the first time the
community hias askedthe County 1o résume oversight. At what point do we acknowledge that the current structure is niot
working? If we are serious about supporting smart, sustainable growth and strengthemng County revenus, we heed efficiency,
transparency, and accountably, Removing unnecessary layers like the PDRB i net just a governance "fix it is an econamic one.
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“This proposal is:about restoring clarity, reducing delays, and supporting.both'our hemeowners and.the businesses that help
sustain our community.

Thank you,
_Charles Caunty, Mb

This i$ an'automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this.email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Charles County has experienced instances of prolonged vacant commercial properties that: ¢ Remain unmaintained or under-
secured ¢ Generate recurring code enforcement complaints ¢ Contribute to stormwater neglect and infrastructure strain e
Attract vandalism, illegal dumping, and public safety concerns ¢ Depress surrounding property values ¢ Reduce commercial
corridor vitality and economic activity This proposal is specifically focused on commercial properties, where prolonged vacancy
has a more

CODE REFERENCES

Maryland law provides clear authority for counties, including those operating under a Commissioner form of government, to
regulate vacant and blighted commercial properties to protect public health, safety, and welfare. Under the 2024 amendments
to the Maryland Tax-Property Article (HB 2), counties and municipalities may establish a subclass of real property for vacant or
abandoned properties and apply a special property tax rate under defined conditions. This authority enables jurisdictions such as
Charles County to adopt registration programs, impose accountability measures, and incentivize reinvestment in underutilized
commercial properties. Additionally, Maryland counties are authorized under State delegated police powers to enforce property
maintenance standards, abate nuisances, and recover costs associated with unsafe or neglected properties. These authorities
extend to commercial structures that pose risks to public safety, infrastructure, and economic stability. Commissioner counties,
including Calvert County, St. Mary's County, Caroline County, Dorchester County, and Worcester County, routinely exercise this
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autherity to-address nyisance conditions and enforce tompliancé. This proposal aligns with establishied Maryland statutory
-authiority and existirig local enfofcement practices, providing a proactive framework to monitor, regulate, and support the
telnvestment of vacant commércial properties while protecting surrounding communities and the County’s economic base
PROBLEM

Charles County is experiencing prolonged vacancy across commercial properties, particularly along corridors such-as Sr_naliw_ood
Village Shopping Center, Bryans. Road, Old Washington Road, Old Leoriardtown Road, and near St. Charles Towne Center. Many
of these propertiés remain underutilized, unmaintaifed, o unsecured for extended periods. Thesevacant propertiés contribute
to code enforcément coinplaints, illegal dumpmg, vandatism, and increased public safety concerns, often requiring repeated
responses from police, fire, and emergency services. Poor maintenance cap alsolead to stormwater and drafnage issues, placing
addifienal strain on infrastructure. Economrcally, prelonged vacancy weakens commercial corridors, ‘discourages investment, and
Jimits business growth. Vacant storefronts.create a visible perception of decline, negatwer impacting surrcuriding areas and
making it harder te attract néw businesses. Currently, enforcement is.largely reactive; and the County acks a.centralized system
ta track and manage vacant commercial properties. This limits accountability dnd leads to inefficient use .b_f"[es_du_rces’. Without a
proactive approach, these challenges. will continue to impact public safety, infrastructure, and economic development across the
County.

SOLUTION:

Adopt a Vacant Comimercial Property Registration and Maintenance Ordinance to establish a proactive, enforceable framéwark
for identifying, monitering, and maintaining vacant commercial properties across Charlés County. The proposed legislation would
Tequire owners of vacant commercial properties to register their properties within a defined tmeframe and renew annually until
occupancy is restored. Owners must designate a responsible lecal agent and submit a basic maintenance and security plan. The
ordinance would establish minimdn standards, . including sécuring structures, maintaining the property free of debris and
overgrowth, preventing illegal dumping, and ensuring compliance with stormwater and drainage requirements. To ensure
-accountability, the Counhty would be authorized 16 conduct inspections, issue notices of violation, and enfor_ce.co_mplfence
throygh civil penalties. Where necessary, the County may perfarm abatement actions and recover costs through liens. The
program would include reasonable fees to offset admznlstrahve costs, with the option to |rnp|ement escalating fees for
properties that remain vacant over multiple years, encouraging timely teinvestment. To ensure ‘fairness,.the ordirance would
include defined sxemptions (e.g., active redevelopment; permitted cohstruction, ortemporary vacancy) and provide:a formal
appeals protess. This legislative approach shifts enforéement from reactive to proactive, reduces strain on County fesources,
protects infrastructure, and supports econemit revitalization by encauraging productive use of commercial properties.

COSsT

Estimated annual cost $110K-$160K, offset by $75K~3130K revenue. Near-neutral within 12-24 months, with added savings
from reduced publit:'sa'few,.cleenup,- and infrastructure costs.

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Several organizations and stakeholder groups-are Ilkely to benefit from this Ieglslanon duetoits focys on public safety, econemic
rev:tallzatmn, and mfrastructure protection. Cammunity Associations — Local community associdtions-across Charles County
benefit from reduced blight, improved neighborhood conditions, and protec’non of property values. Property Mariagement
-Cempanies — Firms responsible for maintaining commercial properties benefit fram clear standatds and accountability, helping
ensure consistent upkeep and reducing impacts from néighboring neglected propeities. Chambers of Commerce & Business:
Drgantzations — Lacal chambers and business groups banefit from stronger comimercial corridars, impraved husiness
environments, and increased ability to attract and retain businesses. Economic Develapment Organizations  Agencies focused
on business attraction and retention beneﬁt from reduced vacancy and-.improved. marketabxhtv of commercial areas. Public
Safety Agencies Organizations such as the Charles. County Sheriff's Office-and fire/EMS services benefit fram reduced calls
_related totrespassmg, vandalism; and nsafe structurés. Overall, these groups banefit from safer communities; protectad
infrastructure, stronger economic.conditions, ahd a more accountable and sustainable approach te managing vacant commerciat
properties.

ORGANIZATIONAL QPPOSITION

‘Same stakeholders, including commercial property owners, investors, financial institutions, and business groups, may have
concerns abaut costs, administrative requirements, and impacts.on redevelopment. Howeéver, this legistation is designéd to be
flexible and fair, Cost Concerns: Feéds can bie modast and structured to focus on long-term vacant properties, not those in active
transition. Properties being marketed, leased, or redeveloped may be-exenipt or have reduced requirements. Administrative
Burden: Depending on the County’s svstem registration can be simple.and streamlined. Many responsible owners already meet
‘these standards, so additional effort is minimal. Redevelopment Flexibility: Exemprlons may be included for active construction
and properties in transition 1o ensure redevelopment is not-delayed. Finaricial Institutions: Reasonable timelines and exemptions
can be provided for foreclosure or property transfers, Approach: This:is not a punitive measure. It.creates a consistent; proactive.
system to address pralonged neglect, Overali, tha ordinance focuses on long-term vacant properties, protects responsible
owners, reduces taxpayer costs, improves public safety, and supports economic growth.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

“Establish a Vacarit Commercial Property Registration and Malfiténance Program requiring.owners of vacant commgrcial
properties to régister such properties with Charles County within thirty {30) days of vacancy or receipt of County rioticé. Require
property owners to designate a responsrhte local sgent located withiri the State of Maryland, available for 24 hour contact to.
receive notices and coordinate compliance. Require submiission: of basic owner _mformarlon and a maintenance and security plan
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to ensufe properties are secured, free of debris, and maintairied in compliance with gpplicable County codes, including
stormwater requirements. Require-annual renewal of registration uritil the property is: lawfully occupied or redeveloped.
Authorize the County to conduct’ inspections and enforce compliance through civil penaltias for failure to register or maintain
the property. The. County may perform necessary. abatement actions and recaver cosis through liens as permitted by law.
Authorize the establishment of reasonable registration and renewal fees by reselution; with the option for graduated fees for
properties that remain vacant over extended periods. Provide eXemptions for properties in active constructien, permitted
redevelopment, or temporary transition, as defined by the County. Provide aformal administrative appeals pracess for property
owners. Effective Date & Grace Period: This. Ordlnance shall takeeffect ninety (20) days following adoption. A one time ninety
(90} day grace period foliowing the effective date shall allow for initial registration and-compliance priorto enforcement, except
in cases of immediate publlc safety risk. Requn’e annual repor‘nng tothe Board of Commissioners on program activity, costs, and
‘outcomes.

‘OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

ImpIementanon Approach: The program can be phased, starting with distressed or nuisance commercial properties:before
expanding Countywide. This fimits initial costs and allows refinement based on real data, Data & Tracking Benefits: A centralized
registry provides the County with accurate data on vacancy trends, ownersh:p, and property conditions—supporting better
planning, code enfarcentent, and econoimic development strategies. Coordination Across Departments The program can
leverage existing County functions, including Planning & Growth Management, Code Enforcement Public Works; and public
safety agencies, improving, coordination-and’ efficiency without creating riew departmients. Foeus on Compliance First: The
program should pnormze voluntary compliance. through notlce and education, using enforcerient as a secondary step. This
reduces conflict while i mprowng outcomes. Protection of Propertv Rights: The ordinance is designed to reguiate property
conditionis, not ownership, énsuring due process, clear standards, and faif enforcement. Alignment with Economic Goals:
Reducing ptolonged vacaney supports corridor revitalizatich, strengthens the County's. ability to attract businesses, and improvés
overali community perception. Scalability & Adjtistments: The- County can adjust fees, exernptions, and-enforcement levels over
time based an program performance and stakeholder feedback.

Thank you,
Charles County, MD'

This is an autamated message generated by Granicus. Please do not rephy directly to this'email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Charles County already requires a one-year maintenance warranty when infrastructure is transferred to the County under the
Charles County Subdivision Ordinance. This proposal extends that same protection to HOAs, ensuring developers remain
responsible after transition and preventing homeowners from inheriting costly defects.

CODE REFERENCES

The Charles County Subdivision Ordinance establishes the County’s authority to require bonding, inspection, and post-
construction accountability for infrastructure improvements. §297 33  Performance Guarantees Requires developers to post
financial security to ensure all infrastructure is constructed in accordance with approved plans and County standards. §297-34 —
Maintenance Guarantees Requires developers to provide a maintenance bond, typically for one (1) year, after construction is
completed. This ensures that infrastructure remains in proper condition and allows time for defects to appear and be corrected
before final release. §297 35 Inspection and Acceptance of Improvements Authorizes the County to inspect infrastructure and
verify compliance prior to acceptance and bond release. Together, these provisions demonstrate that Charles County already
uses a one year post construction warranty approach to protect public infrastructure before it is fully accepted by the County.
However, these protections primarily apply to infrastructure transferred to County ownership. There is currently no equivalent
requirement ensuring the same level of protection when infrastructure and common areas are transferred to homeowners’
associations (HOAs), creating a gap in accountability that this proposal seeks to address.
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PROBLEM

The Charles County. Subdivision Ordinance requires. developers to provide honding, inspections, and a cne-year maintenance
period to protect infrastructure before it is accepted: by the County This-ensures defects.can be :denhﬁed and corrected before
the County assumes responsibility: However, this same pretection does not exist when infrastriicture and common areas are
transferred to a-homeowners” association (HOA). Turnover inspections are often conducted without meaningful involvemerit
:from homeewners. During early development, the developer typically cantrols the HOA board and may rely'on a property
‘management company they hire to participate in or sign off on inspections. This creates a conflict where the party résporisible
for construction is alse approving the condition of the assets on behalf of the HOA, Once the transition occurs and the honds are
.released there is no required warranty safeguard. in recent years, many HOAs have reported having no recourse because parcels
and assets were signed off‘on, and the County had already released the hond. Défects,- particularly in stormwater systems,
‘drainage, ahd site construction, often appear months later after-exposure to real world conditions. At that: point, responsibility
shifts to the HOA and homeowners, who had limited v|5|b|I|ty during thie ifispection process, This.creates an uneven system
-where the County is protected by a one year warranty periad, but homeowners.are not. Without a post transition-warranty
requirement, ﬁnanmal risk is shifted to residents, leading to unexpected costs and Iong-term maintenance: challenges.

‘SOLUTION

“To. address this issuie, Charles County should require a one-year warranty period after transition for all infrastructure and.
common areas transferred from a developer to'a homeowrniers’ association (HOA). This can be done by updating the Charles
County Subdivision Ordmance to tie the final bond release to the warranty period. in simple terms, the developer remains’
responsible for répairs for one year after the HOA takes over, and bonds are not fully released until that period is corplete or all
issues are fixed, The warranty should cover stormwater systems, drainage, roads, open space, and community amenities. To
improve transparency during transition: Require HOA involvérment in turhover inspections Use a simpie County checklist for
inspections and transfer - Require a written warranty from-the developer before bond release: During the-warranty period, the
_HOA can report issues, and the developer must fix them wathm a set timeframe. If repairs arg not made;’ the County can use
existing tools,:such as hnidlng or drawing on bonds. This would. applv to new developments and any community that has not yet
had its bonds fully released. This solution is simple, uses existing County alithority, and ensures develgpers remain responsible
when probleéms are most likely to appear, while protecting homeowniers from unexpected repair costs

COST:

Minimal cost using existing staff and processes within Charles County Government. Minor updates to procedures with potential
savings from fewer complaints and infrastructure issues.

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Local homeowners' associations {HOAs) acress Charles County are the primary benéficiarigs, as this propasal reduces
unexpected repair costs and protects homeawners from financial risk tied to construetion defects, Charles County Government,
including Planning & Growth Management.and Inspections, benefitsfrom fewer post transition dlsputes stronger compliance
and improved Icmg-term infrastructure performance. Community Associations Institite supports this approath asit aligris with
best practices in HOA governance and develdper accountability. Environmental stakeholders, including the Marylang
Department of the Envirenment and local environmentally focused groups, benefit from improved performarice and reliability of
stormwater systems. Property managerent-companies also benefit from smoother transitions, clearer expectations, and fewer
conflicts between horneowners and developers.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Develepérs, builders, and related industry groups aligned with developers-may oppose this proposal due to concerns about
‘extended responsibility; potential costs; and impacts fo project timelines. Some praperty management corpanies aligned with
dévelopers may also.raise tancerns about added oversight during transition. However, the proposal does.not create new
obligations; it.ensures develobers remain accountable for their work during the period when issues are rmost ilkely ta appear. It
uses existing County processes, encourages better construction upfront, and reduces future dispiites. This policy propesal
creates fairness by holding developers responsible for their work during the most critical period, while protecting homeowners
and reducing !ong term issues for the. County

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

All developers of residential.subdivisions:in Charles County shall provide a minimum ene [1] year warranty on all infrastructure,
cpmmon areas, and related improvements conveyed to a ‘homeowners’ association (HOA} beg[nnmg on'the date of transition of
maintenance responsibility. No performance bond, maintenance bond, or ather financial security required under the Charles
County Subdivision Ordinance shail befully refeased until: 1. The HOA has formally accepted the transfer; 2. The developer has
provided written warranty dacurentation; and 3. The gne-year warranty period has expired; or all identified deéfects have been
-corrected, The warranty shail cover stormwater systems, dra:nage, roads,.open space, grading, ahd-community amenities. The
HOA shall have the right to report defects during the warranty period, and the developer shall complete repairs within 2
reasonable timeframe, !mplementanon Timeline & Appl:cablllty This requirement shall take effect o, 2026, with a 90 day grace
period for projects in active review of nearing trarisition. This requirerment shall apply to: - All new subdivisions approved after
the effective datd;and  All existing subdivisions where tommon area assets have not yet been transfeired to the HOA or where
final bond release has not gccurred as of the effective date. Failure'to comply may result in the County withholding or drawing.
upon financial security or taking corrective action to ensure compliance.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE
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Applying this requirement to developments that have not et completed transition or received final- bond release is both fair.and
necessary, Many communities currently have parceis and infrastructure that remain incommplete or et fully performing at the
time of transition. Because developers.are stil} actively responsible for these communities, this proposal dogs ot create riew
obligations; it ensures.completion is done properly before responsibility shifts to homeowners: It also reinforces the County’s
existing autharity to condition bond release on compliance. This approach will kelp focus developer efforts on. completing
-communities fully and to a“higher standard, rather than transferring résponsibility prematurely. It énsures consistency, Improves.
overall quallty, and protects homéowners from inheriting unfinishied wark-or costly defects.

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

Thisis an autamateéd message generated by Granicus. Please do not riply directly to this email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

he purpose of this Act is to strengthen the economic viability of Charles County’s rural heritage by: Reducing regulatory barriers
for Value-Added Agriculture (processing). Standardizing and encouraging Agritourism as a secondary farm income. Formalizing a
"Right to Fish" policy to protect the commercial seafood industry from residential encroachment.

CODE REFERENCES
Amendment to Chapter 235, Chapter 297, and Chapter 75
PROBLEM
Agriculture, Agritourism and outdoor recreation given the landscape of Charles County is not a priority.
SOLUTION
Adding stronger language to the county code reinforces the commitment to these areas and enhances economics development
COoST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Citizens of Charles County, Farmers, Comrercial Fi_s'hermen and watermen
ORGANIZATIONAL OFPOSITION

Anyone against eating.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Il: Article I: Value-Added & Agritourism (Zohing Amendments) A. Definition. Expansion {(§ 297-48): Value-Added Agriculture:
Activities that change the physical state or form of & farm product (e.g., milling grain, fermenting grapes/hops, curing meats, or
making artisanal cheeses} to increase market value: Agritourism: Activities conducted on'a working: farm offered to the public. fclr
recreation or education, |nclud|ng farm stays, tasting rooms, and seasonal festivals. B. "Safe Harbor" for Farm Bulldmgs {612 508
Coripliance}: In accordance with Maryland Public Safety Code § 12-508, existing agricultural buildings in.Charles-County used for
Agritaurism shall notbe considered a "change of occupancy” requiiring a full commercial huxlding permit, pro\nded The
occupancy does not excegd 200 persgns at any-ohe fime. Thi building is structtfally sound and meets minimum egress.
standards. It. Articie 1l: Commercial Seafood Industry Protections A. Right to Fish Policy (New§ 75 2}: To preserve the working
waterfrants established in Chapter 75-1, the County hereby establishes a Right-to-Fish ordinance. Nuisance Protection: No
commercial seafood uperahon {includmg harvesnng, packmg, ar processmg} shall be deemed a publtc or prlvate nu:sance due:to
subdlws:un plats w:thin 1,000 feet of @ Public Landmg ar zoned "Waterfront" must include a dlsclosure statement nonfvmg
buyers of the proximity to active commercial fishing operations: B. Infrastructure Support: The County shall grioritize the
maintenance of wharves and parklng at public Jandings specifically for commertial vehicles engaged in the seafood trade, as-
autherized under § 75-1{B). IV. Article HIl: Economic Incentives &. Support Ag- Business Fast-Track: The Department of Piannlng
atid Growth Management shall créate a *Rural Business Navigator” position té assist Tarmers and wat

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE
Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This i5 dn atitemated messagée generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

The purpose of this article is to promote high quality residential design and prevent monotonous "cookie cutter” streetscapes.
By requiring variations in building massing, exterior materials, and architectural styles, the County aims to protect property
values, enhance the aesthetic character of neighborhoods, and foster a sense of place for residents

CODE REFERENCES
Building code
PROBLEM

Monotonous Streetscapes The primary hallmark is a lack of visual interest. When every house on a block (and directly across the
street) shares the same roofline, entryway, and color palette, it creates a visual "wall" of identical structures. This uniformity can
lead to: Loss of "Sense of Place": Neighborhoods feel mass produced rather than unique or organic. Navigation Difficulty:
Uniformity can actually make it harder for visitors (or emergency services) to distinguish between properties at a glance.Impact
on Property Values While standardized building reduces costs for developers, it can negatively impact long term value: Aesthetic
Depreciation: Over time, highly repetitive neighborhoods may be viewed as less desirable than "custom” or architecturally
diverse areas. Market Saturation: Having 30% or more of a subdivision sharing the exact same floor plan can lead to price
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stagnation, as multipie: identical homes’ may compete for buyers 5|rnu|tarleous|v Reduced Buﬂder Diversity: Hea\niy standardized
codes often-favor large scale developers who use a few "master plans” to mammlze prafit, sometimes making it harder for small,
focal builders to compete.

SOLUTION

Scalahilityr it scales based on the size of the project, so:small local builders aren't over-burdened while large developers are held
to higher variety standards. Visual Interest: By targeting the "adjacent.and across” Iqtjs_,-it.breaks.up'the:v_isuai' "wall" of identical
hauses comman in modern suburbs. Integration: It supplements the safety and backfilling requirements already found in the
Building Projects code.

COST

T8D

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Gitizens of Charles County

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Developers

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Proposed Amendment: § 17 2 Architectural Diversity Standards A, Applicability These standards shall apply to ali new residential
subdivisions and plarined unit developments (PUDRs) consisting of five {5) ar more single-family détached or attached dwellings.
8. Anti Monotony "Similarity” Rule No two single family dwellings located on adjacent Iéts, pr directly across the streat from one
another, shall be of the same "Architectural House Type."” To bee considéred a different house type; at least three'of the following
five criteria must be substantially-different: Roof Line: Slgnlﬁcant change in raof arientation (e:g., gablevs. hip)or the: addition of
dormers[mtersectlng gables, Entryway Distinct variations in porch design, porticos, or recessed-entries. Facade. Materials: A
change in prlmarv claddlng {e.g., transitioning from horizontal siding to brick, stone, orboard and batten). Fenestration:
Variafion in the size, shape, or arrangement of wintdows on the primary facade. Golor Palette: Use of a-distinct color scheme for
the body.and trim that is not repeated on immediate neighboring lots. C. BmId:ng Massing and Fogtprints For developments
exceedmgtwentv {20} units, no single flogr plan may comprise maorethan 30% of the total units in any single phase of
construction. Developers must provide a minimum of four {4) distinct floor plans with varying footprints. D. ‘Completion of
Amenities To-ensure "complete development” as referenced in Chapter: 17-1, no mere than 50% of residential occupancy
permits shali be issued until ail planned neighborhood amenities {e.g., parks, sidewalks, community centers) are at léast 75%
complete. [ll; Enforcemetit and Penalties Plan Review: All building pefmit applicahons must include a."Streetscape Diversity:
Map" identifying the house type and color palette of neighboring lots. Violations: Failure to comply with the anti mdnotony
standards wiil result-in a stay-on building.permits for the subject tots: Fmes_ for non-campliance .

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charles County; MD

This is an automated message 'generaf_ed b\; Granicus. Please do not reph} directiy to fhi;-'email;
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lort |o!acco, H! !0677 3145

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establishing Accountability for Elected Officials as it relates DEI
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

I. Closing the "Employee Status" Loophole A conflict has arisen regarding whether elected officials must follow DEI policies.
Opponents argue that because Commissioners are not "employees” under the Personnel Handbook, they are exempt. This
ordinance closes that loophole by placing these requirements within the Code of Ethics, which governs all "Public Officials" by
law. II. The "Public Trust" Argument Elected officials set the culture for the entire County government. It is inconsistent to require
1,000+ County employees to follow DE! standards while the five individuals at the top remain exempt. This Bill ensures that the
Board "leads by example." lll. Meaningful Consequences Vague policies without consequences are merely suggestions. By
providing the Ethics Commission with the power to publicly censure or restrict travel funds, this ordinance creates a "standard of
conduct” that carries weight without infringing on the constitutional rights of an elected officer. We are here to stop the
semantic games. Whether you call them an employee or an official, a Commissioner’s job is to serve the whole community. If
they refuse to follow equity policies, there must be consequences. This ordinance ensures no one is above the standard of
respect and inclusion.
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SOLUTION

Establishes the standard-and expectation of any county commissioner:
COsT

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Citizens of Charles County

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

-Anyone-against standards and accountability

PROPOSEDR DRAFT LANGUAGE

Chapter 170: Ethies, Code of § 170-5, Prohibited conduct and interests, J. Mandatory DEI Compliance for Eleéted Officials, (1)
Applicability; Notwsthstandmg any argument regarding the employment status of elected officials, every.County Commissioner,
as & "Public Official" undef this Chapter, shall comply with ajl Diversity, Equity, and Incjusion {DEI} policies adopted by Resclution
ar Ordinance of the Board of County Commissionérs. (2) Mandatary Reguirements: (a] Training: Each Commissioner shall
complete:an approved DEl and Anti-Bias training: program within sixty (60) days of taking the odth of office, and annually
thereafter. {B) Equity Impact Assessments: Commiissioners shail participate in the preparation and review of Equity Impact
Assessments forall major legisiative and budgetary decisions as required by:Resolution 2021-24. (3} Consequences for Non-
Compliance: Upon-a finding by the Ethics Commiission thata Commissioner has willfully faifed to comply with the requiremants
of this subsection, the Commission-fhay: (a) Public Censure: Issue‘a formal, public letter of reprimand to be read into the record
duringa televised Commissisner meeting. {b) Removal fromi Boards: Récommend the immediate removal of the Commissioner
from any iﬂtEF—]UFISdiCUOI“Ial boards, committees, of commissions where they répresent Charles County. (€) Budgetary
Restrictions: Restrict the non compliant Commissioner’s access to discretionary office funds for travel, town halls, or community
recognition items until compliance is met. {d} Referral for Misfeasance: In cases of repeated-or egregious non-compliance, refer
the matter to the Office of the Attorney General for irnvestigation of misfeasance. in office.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank yo,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicuis. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Forces Transparency: By requiring a statement "for the record" for every missed meeting, it prevents Commissioners from quietly
skipping sessions without public scrutiny. Community Presence: By including "Public Comment Sessions" and "Forums," the law
acknowledges that a Commissioner’s job isn't just voting in the building, but listening to the people outside of it. Legal “Teeth":
Linking the attendance record to the County Attorney’s review for "neglect of duty” provides a clear path for remo

CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

Too many missed meetings/forums
SOLUTION

establishes expectation.

COST

0

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Citizens of Charles County
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
none.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

I, Amendment to § 27-2: Attendance and Performance Standards New Subsection G: Cotrimissioner Attendance Accountability 1.
Duty of Attendance and Scope: To maintain the “transaction of busingss" and. easure représentative-governance as described in
§27-2(A) attendance by all Caunty Commissicners is expected at all officially scheduled proceedings. This expectation of
attendance shali encompass: Regular and Special Legislative Sesswns Executive Sesswns, Public Hearings and Public Comment
Sessions; Countv-sponsored Comrunity Forums-and fown Halls. 2. Annual Threshald; Fach Commissioner shall attend no-less
than 80% of the total combined schedulad proceedmgs listed in Subsection G{l) anhually. 3. Public Record of Absence: In the
event.a.Commissionér is abseént ffonmany scheduled’ proceeding, a written public statement shall be éntered into the official
meeting minutes, This statement.shiall explain, for the record, the specific reason for the absence, Note: This ensures.
transparency beyond the simple "excused/unexcused” binary currently found in § 27-2{A)(3). 4. Violation and Reporting; Failure
10 meet the 80%attendance threshold, excluding absences verified for illhess or emergencies as defined in § 27 2(A}(3), shall
require a formal "Statement of Attendante Accountability” to be filed by thé Commissioner. This statement must be inciuded in
the County's fnext Annual Report and posted prominently on the official County website! 5. Recall Trigger for Negleéct of Duty:
Consistent failure to meet these attendance standards over two consecutive éaleridar years shall constitute prifna facie evidence
of “neglect of duty." Such cases shall be referred automatically to the County Atferney for a formal review and a
recommendation to the Board regardmg potential. removal or recall proceedings.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus, Please do not reply directly to this email.
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port to!acco, H! 20664

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Public service in a rapidly growing county like Charles County requires more than just winning an election; it requires a deep
understanding of the legal and social responsibilities of the office. By making this training mandatory for officials—not just
employees we ensure that those at the top are held to the highest standard of the "Prestige of Office. Integrating DEI into the
Law While Resolution 2021-24 expressed a "commitment" to DEI, this ordinance gives that commitment "teeth” by making

CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

Ensuring an established definition of responsibilities

SOLUTION

Legislation shows the level of commitment from the Board of Commissioners
cosT

none

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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citizens.of Charles Gounty
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
none:

PROPOSED DRAFT. LANGUAGE

‘MANDATORY GOVERNANCE AND ETHICS TRAINING FOR ELECTED OFFICIALS FOR the purpose of: Establishing a. mandatory,
cornprehensive training curriculum for all County Elected Officials; requiring biennial certification in Conflict of Interest, Diversity,
Equity, and Inclusion (DE), and the Prestige of Office; and providing for public disclosure of compliance. BY adding: § 170-4.1:.
Mandatory Professional Development and Ethics Training. Code of Charles County, Maryland SECTION 1: BE IT ENACTED BY THE
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND; that: the Laws of Charles County read as follows: Chapter 170:
Fthics, Codeé-of § 170 4.1, Mandatory Professional Development and Ethics Training. A. Reguirement: Every local elected official
shall successfully complete a "Governanice Excellence Training Program (thé "Program") as developed by the Ethics Commission
iri consyltation with the Department of Hurnan Resources. B. Timeline. initial Training: New officials' must completé the Program
within ninety {90) days of being sworn into. office. Refreshier Training; All officials must compie‘ce a refresher Program blennially
(every two years) thereafter, C. Curriculum Components, The Program shali cansist of no'less than six (6} hours of instruction
covering the following. mandatory modules: Conflicts of Interest and Financial Disclosure: Detalied instruction on the
reéquirements of § 170 5 and § 170 & including identifying indirect financial inferests in entities doing businéss with the County
and the process for recusal, Diversity, Equity, and lhcltision (DEt): Training in accordance with Resolution 2021-24, focusing on
the application of Eguity Impact Assessments in legistative. decision making, implicit bias, and fostering-an inclusive public forum:
Prestige of Office and Public Trust: instruction on-the prohabmons against using the influence of office, County resources, or the
title of Commissioner fof personal gain or the gain of another, as defined in MD Code;

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank-you,
Charles County, MD

Thisis an automated message generated by Grahicus. Please do not reply diréctly o this email.
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port to!acco, H! 20664

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Restoring Public Trust through Independent Verification I. The Need for Verification Currently, the Ethics Commission receives
forms but lacks the staff and technical expertise to "fact-check"” them. This creates a "honor system"” that is easily exploited. By
hiring an independent consultant (the Auditor), the County moves from passive receipt to active oversight. Il. Deterrence
through Accountability The Tiered System of Consequences provides the Ethics Commission with a "ladder" of enforcement

CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

Elected Officials Ethics/Financial submissions are not validated.
SOLUTION

Review and validation ensures accountability

COST

18D

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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citizens of the county
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
none

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

AN ORDINANCE concerninig: ESTABLISHMENT OF THE OFFICE OF THE INDEPENDENT ETHICS AUDITOR AND ENFDRCEMENT TIER
SYSTEM FOR the. purpose of: Creating the Office of the Indefiendent Ethics Auditor to-validate the accuracy of financial disclosure
and ethics filings;. establxshlng a formal investigative process for i inatcuracies; and implementing a tiefed system of consequerces
for non compllance and material misrepresentation. BY adding: Chapter 170, §§ 170.13 through 170 15 Code of Charles County,
Marytand {Ethics Code] SECTION 1: BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNTY C{JMMSSS[DNERS OF CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND ‘that the
Laws of Charles County read as follows: Article IV: Oversight and Validation § 170 13. Office of the independent Fthics Auditor. A.
Establishment: There is hiereby established the Office of the Iridepéndent Ethics Auditor (the “Auditor™). B, Appointment: The.
Auditor shali be a third party consultant or firm specnallzmg in forensicaccounting or governmint ethics, hired by the Fthics
C\‘JmmISSI{)n via a.competitive RFP process. To ensure independence, the Auditor, shall not be an employee pf Charles County-
anid shall report directly to the Ethics- Corrimission, C. Duties; The Auditor shail: Conduct a mandatory "Accuracy Audit" of at'least
25% of dll filed financial disclosure stafernents annualfy, selected at random. Perform a "Validation Review" of all disclosure.
statéments filed by County Comrhissioners and Department Heads withiri 30'days of- filing. Verify interésts in real property,
business-entities, and sources of income against public records-and third=party data, § 170-14. Investigation of Inaccuracies. A If
the Auditor identifies a material discrepancy or omission, they shall issue & Natice of Preliminary Finding to the filer. B. The fiter
shall have ten (10) business days to prowde a written explanation or corrected ﬁimg C. If the discrepancy remains. unresolved or
appears wiliful, the Auditor shall refér the. matter to the Ethits Commission for & formal investiga

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

| would like for Charles County to develop a grant competition that gives local entrepreneurs the chance to win a cash grant and
in kind services to open up a local business based on votes casted by county residents. This community centered economic
development grant would allow for county residents to vote on business that they feel are needed in the community while
supporting local entrepreneurs to start such businesses. It would ensure that the county is investing in local economies,

CODE REFERENCES
Giving county residents a role in the Charles County's economic development.
PROBLEM

Charles County Commissioner Ralph Patterson asked for residents to present ideas for economic development in the county. This
pragram would ensure that every year, county residents not only present ideas but that the county seed funding for those ideas
to manifest. Most of the economic development ideas rely on outside businesses to invest in the county but the issue is that the
money they generate is not guaranteed to stay in the county. The cost is democratized but the profits are not. Too many
residents spend their money outside of the county through online sites, services, and products. How can we ensure that more
county residents spend money here? Additionally, many county residents are employed by companies that are not based in
Charles County, for example the federal government, DC political organizations, VA tech companies, international enterprises,

034



ete. Lastly, how can we ensure that new businessés will have a'sustainable customer basé and a viable business plan if we do not
have a mechanism for:collecting the opinions of what county residents actually need and iocal business don't have government
support.

SOLUTION

Far 15 years, Detroit Hatch by TeéchTown has Hosted a coripétition to give community members a say in which brick-and-mortar
businesses they feel are most néeded in the city and ensuririg funding for those businesses. Bookstores, tech’ repair shops;
restaurants, wellness centers and other alumni businesses contributed more than $13 million back to Detraits ecanomy and
provided over 500 jobs. CHARLES COUNTY CAN USE DETROIT HATCH 'AS A MODEL FOR SUCESS! Each’ year, the county will accept
applications from *independent* and local entreprenetirs who want to develop’ *store-front* businesses in Charles County. The .
county residents then have an oppértunity to vote on which: business. plan-and initiative they feel is most in demand and needed
in the county. The winner would receive a cash grant and in-kind services.including but not limited to retail space_,-markeﬁrig_
‘suppart, and business mentorship.

COsT

100,000

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
‘Sankofah Solutions
ORGANIZATIONAL-OPPOSITION
N/A

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE
‘OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE.

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not repl'\?_directly to-th_i's_ email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers to engage residents in a meaningful and
rigorous dialog and process with county officials and appropriate to fully consider the long term impacts of data centers before
considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust county officials are
sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns or the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other communities
in which such facilities are being or already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
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required to attend all town’ hall meetings, 2nd they must provide full transparency an their meetings with-tech industey
professionals.

COsT

TED

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

‘Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Si'er_ra Club, Strong Towns Chiarles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech carporations with executives not residing in Charles'County, County officials receiving incentives fram such corporations
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE .

Official language TBD, but shauld include a minimum time of 8-10Q years to aliow for longitudinal studies and data to be
established for iripacts in communities where large Al data centers. have already been huilt and operating. Should inciude a task
farce comprised of citizens frofn each district, environmental and health experts, racial justice advotates, arid no government
employees or anyone associated with any business with a potential financial interest in the éstablishment of data centers.
Should include a processto communicate all findings to the cammunity and allow for the community to vote on the final
outcome, including the ablilty for residents to vote to ban-data centers permanently or establish rigorous regulations and.
guardralls for any data centers priof to development to protect the community from harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not repl_v-directly ta this email.
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PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a Data Center Moratorium
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust county officials are
sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns or the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other communities
which such facilities being or already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium prohibiting any data center development in Charles County for a minimum of 8 years so effects of data
centers on communities within which they currently exist can be seen, studied, and analyzed. Preserve the rural and agricultural
character of our county until and unless such time arrives that the state of the industry for data centers evolves to a place where
environmental, health, property value, and water supply impacts are negligible and their inclusion legitimately offers a net
benefit to our community.

CcosT
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50

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of county residents.and farmers, the Sierra Club, Strong Towns, Port Tobacco River Conservancy, other environmental
organizations

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with eXecutives not residing in Charles County, County officials recéiving.incentivés from such corporations
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thi County Attorney has stated that there is no current zoning which would aliow data cénter development in Charles County,
but the TeraWulf acquisition of the Mdrgantown property indicates either a) alegal Icophoie they will be able to exploit '
currently exists; or b) they have received a level of assurance worthy of such investment from county-officials that they will be'
able to develop a'massive data center facility within our county

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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, 20640
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. Data Canter Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental
expert, racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8 year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
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and Transparency: A change to' thelegislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to'attend all town hall meetings, and thigy must provide fulj transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professianals, ' ' .

COST

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

‘Majerity of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra.Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
.Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, County officials receiving in¢éntives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

OTH E_'R:'IN FORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated hy'Grar_li_cus. Please do not reply directly to this ematl.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:26 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715754

P adaress: [N

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:26
Survey Time: 14 minutes, 3 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Olivia Robinson
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20601
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmenhtal organizations.

ORGAN|ZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not-residihg in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives frorh such corporatichis.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TRD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is'an automated rmessage génerated by Granicus. Please.do not reply directly to this email,
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:28 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715757

IP Address: e
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:27
Survey Time: 1 minute, 51 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Skylar Robinson
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20603
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM
County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials

are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. 8 year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of
any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code
that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and
they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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COST

“TBD.

DRGANIZAT'IONAL SUPPOB_T

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River-
Conservancy, other environmental organizations..

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives-from such corparations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

"Official language TBD; but should include & minimuin time of 8 10 years to allow for longitudinal studies and data to be
establishéd for Impacts in communities where large Al data centers:have.already been built and aperating. It should iriclude a
task force comprised of citizens from-each Commissioner distritt, grivironmental and public heaith experts, racial justice
advocates, and no government empioyees or anyone associated with any business with a potential financial interest in the
establishment of ‘data centers, It should also include 2 process to cammunicate all findings to other community and allow for the

community to vote on the final outcome, including the ability for residents to vote to ban data centers |:3errr'|ar:en‘:wr or establish
‘rigorbus regulations and guardrails for any data centers.prior to development to protect the community fram harm."

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank-you,
Charles County, MD

TI'_tis- is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:28 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715758

IP Address:

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:28
Survey Time: 1 minute, 21 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
ying

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Milton Guzman
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 29646
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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‘COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majqrity'of residents, Squthern Maryland Sierr__a_ Club, 5trong Towns Chartes County, _S'chod_ls Mot Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tecih- corparations with executives not residing in-Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATIGN TO NOTE

Thank you,

Charles County, MD

This is an automatéd message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply-directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:30 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715760

IP Address: _
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:30
Survey Time: 1 minute, 17 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Jackie Wesley

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20601
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAI SUPPORT

_M:ajoritv of residents, Southern MaryI'a_nd Sierra Clu"b,-Str_ong_Towns'Charles' County, Schools Not-Jaiis, Port Tobaceo River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Teth corporations with executives.not résiding in Charles County, Couinty officials receiving incentives from such cofporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,

Charles' County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to th’is email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:31 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715766

P adaress: [
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:31
Survey Time: 3 minutes, 8 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Yvonne Stanton
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20646
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. 8 year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of
any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code
that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and
they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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COST

TBL

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

TMajority of residents, Southerri Maryiand Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other-environmental organizations,

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives riot residing in 'Charlesz'cdunt_y, County officials récéivihg'incénﬁves from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

"Official language TBD, but should include a minimum time of 8 10 years to allow for longitudinal studies.and data to be
established for impacts in communities:where large Al data centers have already been b__uilt._an_d.._npe_raring. it should include a
‘task force comprised of citizens from each Commissioner district, environmental and public health experts, racial justice
“advocates, and ne gavernment employeesor anyone associated with any business with.a potential financial intérest in the
‘establishment of data centers. It should also include. a process to'communicate all findings to other community and allow for the
community to vote on the final autcome, including the ability-for residents to vote to ban data. centets permanently or éstablish
rigorous regulations and guardrails for-any data centers prior to development ta protect the communityfram harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charies County, MD:

This is-an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:33 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715770

pacires:

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:33
Survey Time: 4 minutes, 27 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Jasmine Tiamfook
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 21042

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials

are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.

052



COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority. of resid_ér_n‘t_s,_ Sout'h'e'rn Mawiahq Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Sch'ools:l\lo_t Jéi[s__, P’ort"l_‘ob_a_cco_Riuer
Conservancy, ather environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL 'OPPDSITIO_N

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Chéarlés County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you, _
Charles County, MD

This-is an automated message g_enerated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:33 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attarney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715773

padaress: [N

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:33
Survey Time: 2 minutes, 53 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Tiffany Marte

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE
CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees, 8-year 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs,
or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years.

CosT
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TBD
DRGANIZATIONAL'SUPPORT

Maijority of residents,- Southern Maryland Slerra’ Club Strong. Towns Charles County, Schogis Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives riot residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations,
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

"Official language TBD, but should include a minimum tme-of 8 10 years to allow for Iongltudmal studies and data to be
established for impacts in communities where large Al data centers have aiready been built and aperating: It should include a
task force comprised of citizens from each Commissioner district, enviranmerital aind public health experts, racial justice
advocates, and.no government employees or anyofie associated with any busingss with a potentia! financial interest iri the
establishiment of data centers, It should also include a process:to communicate all ﬁndmgs to other community and allow for the

comriunity to vote on the final outcome, mcludmg the ability for residents to voteto ban data centers permanently or establlsh
rigorous regulations and guardrails far any data centers prior to development to protect the: community from harm."”

OTHER INFORMATION.-TO NOTE

Thank you,
Chartes County, MD.

Thisis an automated ressage generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:40 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715794

IP Address: B
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:40
Survey Time: 2 minutes, 4 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Frank Robinson
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20601
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM
County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials

are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for
8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county
commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full
transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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COST

TED

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club; Strong Towns Charles County,. Schcols Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environimental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not re‘sidi_ﬁg-in Chafles County, County officials receiving incéntives frarm such corporations,
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Officlal language TBD; but should inélude # minimum time of 8 10 years to allow for longitudinal studies and rlatato be
establishéd for impacts ih communities where large Al data centers have already been built and Opera’nng 1t should include a
task force comprised of citizens-fram each Commissioner district, environmental and public.health experts, racial justice:
-advocates; and no-government employees or anyone associated with any business with a poteritial fingncial interest inthe
establishment of data centers. It should also includea process to.communicate all findings to other community.and allow for the

community to voie.or the final outcome, mclud:ng the ability for residents to vote to ban data centers permanently or establish
rigorous regulations and guardrails for any data centers prior to development to protect the community from harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles Caunty, MD

'_Thi_s- is an-automated message generated by Granicus. Please do nat reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
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[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715796

paderess. [N

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:41
Survey Time: 2 minutes, 38 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
g

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Aliyah Malazarte
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations,

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech cdr_p_cratibns with executives not.residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from $uch corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

‘This is an automated massage generated by Granicus. Please do not reply dirECﬂ\_F to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:42 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715799
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You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after vour login.
y

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
David Lopez

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful

and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for
8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county
commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full
transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals,
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CO5T

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schoals Not Jails, Port Tobacco River:
Conservancy, other environmental organizations..

DRGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives ot résiding in Charles County, County officials receiving ificentives from such tofporaticns.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official language TBD, but should includea m!mmum time of 8 1C-years to allow for longltudlnal studies and data to be
established. for wnpacts in communities where large Al data centers have already been built and operating. It should include a
task force compriséd of citizens frori each Cornmiissioner district, enviranmental and _public health experts, racial justice
advocates, and no government employees or anyone associated with any business with a potential financial interest in the
establlshment of data centers. It should also include.a processto communicate all findings to other commiunity and allow-for the

community to vote on the final autcome, including the ability for residents to vote to ban data centers permanentlyor- establish
figorous reguiatlons and guardrails for any data centers prior to development to protect the community from harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
-Charles.County, MD

This is an automated message generated hy Granicus, Please do nit reply diréctly to this email.
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[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
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Survey Time: 1 minute, 6 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
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Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Danielle Dixon

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

(SRS

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20695

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years.

CosT
T8D
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ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majonty of remdents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schaols. Not Jaits, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations.

‘ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles.County, Cotinty officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROGPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official Eanguage TBD but should include a'minimuim time of 8 10 years to allow for longitudinal studies:and data to be
established forimpacts in communities where large Al data centers have already been built and operating. It should include a
task force comprised of &itizens from each Commissioner district, environmentai and public health experts, racial justice
advocates, and no government emplayses or anyahe associated with any business with a potential financial interest in the
-establishment of data centers. It should also iniclude a process to cormmiunicate all findings to other community and allow for the
community to vate on thefinal outcome, including the ability for residents'to vote to ban data centers permanently or establish
rigorous regulations and guardrails for any data centers prior to development to protect the community from harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles Cotinty, MD

This is an‘automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply. directly to this email,
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:49 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal
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IP Address: _
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:49
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You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
y

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Jazmine Gordon
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20695
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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‘COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of résidents, Southern Mar_yland Si'erra-Cl'_ub_, Strong Towns C_h arles County, Schools Not Jails, 'Pm_'_t Tobacep. River
Censervancy, other envifonmental organizations:

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives-not residing in Charles:County, County officiils receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE '

TBE

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

T.han_k you, _
Charles County, MP

This is an automated message generated by Grani¢us, Please da nat reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:48 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.
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Submission #: 4715817

IP Address: Iy
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:48
Survey Time: 53 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Madeline Kaba

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20601

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials

are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

“Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals."
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cosT
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Ma_ryiand.S'S}'erra'Cl_l._ll_:l,'s_t'r_ang-_ Towns Charles County, Schoals Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other eénvironmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

'Techjgorpnr_atibns with executives not _residing in'Charles County, County officials receiving ificentivés from such corpotations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD-

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank.you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please donot reply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:54 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.
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Submission #: 4715842

P accress: [

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:54
Survey Time: 2 minutes, 17 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Keith Quaine

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20637

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COST

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of résidents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles.County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
‘Conservancy, other énvirenmental organizations.

‘ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not r_es'iding in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from slch eorporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official language TBD.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

‘This is an automated message genarated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this.email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:49 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal
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Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Major Robinson
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20601
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COsT
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Tawns Charles County, Schiools Not Jéil's_, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other enviranmental organizations,

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives riet residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

T8D

OTHER [NFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generatéd by Granicus. Please do niot reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:45 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715807

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:45
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You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Faith Shelton

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

[Py

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20613

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

"Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years.

cosT
TBD
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ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, So_'u_ti"nerh-Marylan_d_-'.Siérra Club, Strong Towns Charies-County, Schools Net Jails, Port Tobatco River
Conservancy, other environimental crganizations. '

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with éxecutives not residing.in Charles Courty, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations;
-PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you, _

Charles County, MD

This is an a_u_tomated.message-ge_ne_rated by Granicus. Please do not repl_y'directly"tu this.email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:47 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715812
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Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:46
Survey Time: 2 minutes, 28 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
yo

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Kendall Tucker

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful

and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for
8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county
commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full
transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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COST

TBD _

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra-Glub, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River.
Conservancy, other environmental ofganizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with -executives not residing in Charle‘_s Cduntv,_ County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official language TBD, but shouid includée a minimum time 6f 8 10 years to allow for longitudinal studies and data to be
established for impacts incommunities where large Al data centers have already bee built and. Ooperating. It should include a
task force comprised of citizens from each Commissioner distriet, environmenital and public health experts,: racial justice
advocates, and no government employess or anyone associated with any business with a potential financial interest inthe
establishmerit of data centers. It shoild also include.a- process to communicate ali findings to other community and allow for the

‘comrhunity to vote an the final outcome, including the abtllt\,.r for residents tovote to ban data centers permanent!y or-estahlish
rigorpus regulations and guardrails for any data centers prior to development to protect the community from harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

'Thank-_y_qu,
Charles County, Mb

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:53 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715838

IP Address: _
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:53
Survey Time: 53 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Eleni Varlas

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20601

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials

are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

"Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals."
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-COST
TBD
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Marylanid Sierra-Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, otherenvironmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing _i_'n Charles. County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TRD.

‘OTHER INFORMATION TO.NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an-automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly-to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:50 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715831

paccress [

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:50
Survey Time: 1 minute, 39 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Owen Whalen

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20646
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for
8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county
commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full
transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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COST

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority.of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schoois Not Jails, Port Tabacco River
Conservancy, cther enviroiimental organizations.

DRGANIZATIO_NAI_.'DPPDS[TION

Tech corporations with ex_ecu_ti'ves not residing in Charles Cbunty,_- County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official language TBD, but should include & mihimum tirne of'8 10 yearsto-allow for longitudinial studies and data to be
established for impacts in communities where large Al data centers have already been built and operating. {t shouldincludea
task force comprised of citizens from each Commlssloner distriet, environmental and public health experts, racial justice:
advocates; and no government employees or anyone associated with any business with a pctential-financial interest in the
‘establishment of datacenters. It should alse includea- process to communicate i findings to other community and allow for the

communlty to vote on the final cutcome, ihcluding the ability for residents to voté to ban data centers permanently or establish
rigoraus regulations and guardrails for any data centers prior to development to protect the'community ffom harm.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charles County, MD

This is an autométed-message generated by Granicus, Please do not reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:48 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715821

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:48
Survey Time: 1 minute, 35 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Patricia L Williams
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20603
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a moratorium on the establishment of any new data centers and to engage residents in a meaningful
and rigorous dialogue and process with county officials and appropriate experts to fully consider the long term impacts of data
centers before considering allowing them into our county.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Establish a moratorium that gives the county time to study the long-term impacts and engage productively with county
residents. A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for
8 years, Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county
commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full
transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.
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CosT

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns £harles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobatcd River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations,

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives riot residing in Charles County, County officials recei'\?ing__fncen:ti_\_.fes__from such corporations:
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official tanguage TBD, biut.should include a minimum timeé of 8 10 years to alléw for longitudinal studies ahd data tobe
-established for impacts.in communities where large Al-data centers have already been built and operating, It should include a
task force comprised of citizens fiom.each Commissioner district,-environmental and public health experts, racnal justice
advocates, and no government employees of anyoné associated with any business witha potentlal financial interest in-the
establishment of data centers, It should also include a process to communicate all findings to other cammunity and aliow for the

community to vote on the final ‘dutcome, includlng the ability for résidents ta vote to ban data ceriteis permangntly or establish
rigorous regulations and guardrails for any data centers prior to-development te protect the community from harm.

OTHER ]NF.ORMAT[O_N TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charles Caunty, MD

This is an automated message generated by Graﬁict_ls. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:43 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715801

pascress: [

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:43
Survey Time: 1 minute, 4 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Rachel Marino

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20695
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Establish a moratorium on new data centers/Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

Data Center Research Task Force: The group should be made up of a coalition member, zoning expert, environmental expert,
racial justice advocate, no more than 1 tech industry participant, public health expert, a community member from each
Commissioner district but no local government employees. 8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or
proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance
and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are
required to attend all town hall meetings, and they must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry
professionals.
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COsT

TEDR

DORGANIZATIONAL SUPPQORT:

Majority of residents, Southern: Maryland Sierra.Club, Strong Towns Chatles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other enviranmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporatichs with executives not residing in Charles County, County officials receiving 'ince_n_ﬁu_e_s from such co_rpurati‘ons.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE '

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply direcily to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:23 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715743

P adaress: [N

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:23
Survey Time: 39 minutes, 43 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Patrice Gutrick

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

B 25

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20695

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a ban on data centers in Charles County.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

In alignment with testimonies from County residents, ban all formal legislative actions that would allow the County to entertain
data center proposals and construction.

COsT
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Majority of residents, Southerr Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, S¢hools Not Jails, Port Tobacéo River
Censervancy, other environmenta) organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, Caunty officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Cfficial language TBD, but should include.a minimum-of 8 10 years to begin to have a comprehensive picture of the'risks and
harms assoclated with hyperscale data centérs prior to reconsidering allowing them into Charles County.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This'is__.an automated message generated by Granieus. PI_ea_se do naot reply directiy to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:26 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission#: 4715751

P address: [N

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:26
Survey Time: 1 minute, 15 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Lavon Harper

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

(AR

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a ban on data centers in Charles County.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

In alignment with testimonies from County residents, ban all formal legislative actions that would allow the County to entertain
data center proposals and construction.

CoST
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Majority of residents, Southern Marylarid Sierra Club, Strong Tewns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
‘Conservaricy, other édvironmental organizations.
ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, Ca_unty-pfﬁciais receiving incentives from such corporations.

PROPOSED DRAFT U—\NGUAGE

Official language TBD, but should include a minimurri.of 8 10 years ta begin to have a comprehensivé picture of the risks and
harms associated with hyperscale data centérs grior to.reconsidering allowirig them inté Charles County;

OTHER INFORMATFON TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This.is an.automated message generated ﬁy Granicus. Please do not rgpiy d'iregt[y'to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:42 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715798

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:42
Survey Time: 1 minute, 22 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
8

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Deborah Dwomoh
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

| R

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20708

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a ban on data centers in Charles County.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

In alignment with testimonies from County residents, ban all formal legislative actions that would allow the County to entertain
data center proposals and construction.

cosT
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Majority of residents, Souttiern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River-
Conservancy; other environmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Chiarles County, County nfﬁcials-re.:ei_\.ring incentives froim such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

Official fanguage TBD, but should include a inimum of 8 10 yeais ta bégin ta have a comprehensive picture of the risks and
harms associated with hyperscale data cefiters prior'ta reconsidering allowing them into Charles County.

OTHER INFORMATION TC NOTE.

Thankyou, _
‘Charles County, MD

This is an automated message gen_eratecl_: by Granicus. Please donot rep’lv;dir_ectly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:45 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715806

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:45
Survey Time: 57 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Connor Sauers

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

[

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20601

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a ban on data centers in Charles County.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

In alignment with testimonies from County residents, ban all formal legislative actions that would allow the County to entertain
data center proposals and construction.

COosT
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Majority of residents, Southern Marylanq_Sieri'a Club, Stiong Towns Charles-County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobscce River
Conservancy, other envirenmental organizations,

DORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
Tech carporations with executives not residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives frony such corporations.
PROPOSED BRAFT LANGUAGE

Official language TBD, but should include & minimum of 8 10 yearsto begin to'have a comprehensive picture of the risks and:
harms associated with hyperscale data centers priorto reconsidering allowing them into Charles County.

'OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

“Thank-you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to-this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:46 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715811

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:46
Survey Time: 51 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
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Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Michael Jenkins
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

|

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20695

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposal is to establish a ban on data centers in Charles County.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION

In alignment with testimonies from County residents, ban all formal legislative actions that would allow the County to entertain
data center proposals and construction.

cosT
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

092



viajority of reside_nts, Southern Maryland Sierra Club;.5trong Towns Charlés County, Schools Not Jails, Part Tobaceo River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations,

‘ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION
Tech corporations with executives not residing in.Charles County, County officials receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFY LANGUAGE

Official fanguage TBD, but should include d minimum of 8 10 years-to begin to have a comprehensive picture of the risks and
harms associated with hyperscale data centers prior to reconsidering allowing them into-Charles County.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charles County, MD

Thisisan -autu’méte‘d'm'essa_ge_generated by Granicus, Please do not repil'y directly to-this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal

From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:54 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715839

IP Address: [
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:53
Survey Time: 4 minutes, 11 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Patricia Ruiz

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

[ SS

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20602

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Ban on Data Centers/ Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

8-year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in
Charles County for 8 years. County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not
trust that county officials are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence
of harm to other communities where these facilities are already established.

SOLUTION
8 year Ban on Data Centers: A ban on all and any plans, ZTAs, or proposals regarding the creation of a data center of any size in
Charles County for 8 years. Commissioner Mandatory Attendance and Transparency: A change to the legislative code that

mandates that all county commissioners and planning commissioners are required to attend all town hall meetings, and they
must provide full transparency on their meetings with tech industry professionals.

COsT
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50
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Matyland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other énvironmentsl organizations,

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, County of_'ﬁcia"Is receiving incentivies from such cofporations,
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TED

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an autemated message generated by Granicus. Please do-not reply directly to this efmaif.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:23 PM

To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning) This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715738

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:23
Survey Time: 17 minutes, 44 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Micaiah Lloyd

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

A quarterly joint accountability meeting with district, planning, and economic development members. The community has a lot
of questions and a public forum should be had that facilitates a dialogue between local officials and the people they represent.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust county officials are
sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns or the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other communities
which such facilities being or already established.

SOLUTION

Create an opportunity for all decision making committees to hear the concerns of the people regularly, together, specifically as it
relates to the economic development of the county.

COST
None
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Maijority of county residents

"ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech. corporations and corrupt government officials.
PROPQSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

OTHER INFORMATION TO. NOTE

Thank-you,
Charlés County, MD

This is an automated message gerierated by Granicus. Please do notreply directly to this email.
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 4:49 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715987

e address: [

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 4:49
Survey Time: 6 minutes, 55 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Micaiah Lloyd

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE
CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Ban County Official From Entering into Non Disclosure Agreements (NDAs) With Any Tech or Data Center Organizations or
Affiliated Organizations

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

County officials are increasingly entering into NDAs with companies wishing to establish data centers in communities across the

nation and state. This obscures transparency and accountability of officials to county residents and should be prohibited with
penalties for violations.

SOLUTION

Prohibit county officials from entering into NDAs with business entities associated with data centers, artificial intelligence tech,
police/military tech, etc.and impose financial and other sanctions for violations

cosT
S0
ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
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Majority of residents, Southern- Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Townis Charles. County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other envirenmental organizations.

ORGANIZATIONAL GPPOSITION

Tech carporations with executivesnot residing in Charles.County, County officials. receiving incentives from such corporations.
PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charles County, MD

“This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please donot reply directly to this email.
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*NEW SUBMISSION* Legislation Proposal
From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 4:48 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

|External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715984

padaress: [

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 4:47
Survey Time: 7 minutes, 20 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Micaiah Lloyd

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS
, 20603
PROPOSAL SUMMARY

The County should establish an Economic Development Task force to provide accountability and transparency for the public
about the Economic Development Department.

CODE REFERENCES
PROBLEM

Based on recent behaviors observed with relation to Data Centers, it is clear that our County's Economic Development
Department is prone to state corruption and influence. They are not concerned with the wider issue of how economic
development decisions have an impact on public health and community wellbeing, or at least believe that economic gains,
especially in the short term, are more important than the quality of life of the County residents. They are not acting in the best
interest of the community and need to be held more accountable to the will of the residents.

SOLUTION
Create a Public Economic Development Task Force: a permanent body that will provide checks and balances to the Economic
Development Department and any outside corruption or attempt at manipulation or influence. This task force will provide

transparency for the public and release feedback reports quarterly for residents to stay up to date on economic development
matters.
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COsT

TBD

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT
TBD:

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations that want to syphoni the wealth and resources in the-county at the expense of the wellbeing of theé residerits
and the environment.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE
TBD
OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thank you, _
‘Charles County, MD

This js an-automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this ermail,
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>

Date Fri 3/27/2026 4:40 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715963

IP Address:
Submission Date: 03/27/2026 4:40
Survey Time: 3 minutes, 50 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.
yo B!

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Micaiah Lloyd

CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

. e

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

, 20603

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

Proposal to establish a permanent ban on any data centers above tier 2.
CODE REFERENCES

PROBLEM

County residents are increasingly concerned about the harms of hyperscale data centers and do not trust that county officials
are sufficiently hearing or considering their concerns and the increasingly mounting body of evidence of harm to other
communities where these facilities are already established

SOLUTION

Ban all data centers above tier 2
COST

S0

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

Majority of residents, Southern Maryland Sierra Club, Strong Towns Charles County, Schools Not Jails, Port Tobacco River
Conservancy, other environmental organizations,
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ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Tech corporations with executives not residing in Charles County, County officials receiving incentives. from such corporations.
PROPQOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

TBD

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

Thankyou,
Charies County, MID

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this ermail,
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From DO NOT REPLY UNMONITORED ACCOUNT <no reply@charlescountymd.gov>
Date Fri 3/27/2026 3:35 PM
To  Danielle E. Mitchell <MitchelD@charlescountymd.gov>; County Attorney <coattorney@charlescountymd.gov>

[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution when opening
attachments and hover over any links before clicking.

Legislation Proposal

Submission #: 4715776

paceress:

Submission Date: 03/27/2026 3:35
Survey Time: 35 minutes, 21 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
Note: all answers displaying "*****" are marked as sensitive and must be viewed after your login.

Read-Only Content
CONTACT PERSON NAME
Eileen Lynch Britt
CONTACT PERSON EMAIL

CONTACT PERSON PHONE

CONTACT PERSON ADDRESS

PROPOSAL SUMMARY

This proposed legislation requires developers in Charles County to plan for long-term maintenance in the development of new
home subdivisions, including HOAs and condominium communities, before the first home is built. Developers must complete a
reserve study, create a maintenance plan, and establish and fund a reserve account prior to key development milestones. This
ensures communities are financially prepared from the start and helps prevent sudden fee increases, special assessments, and
fin

CODE REFERENCES

This proposal is consistent with Charles County’s authority under its Subdivision Regulations (Chapter 278, Ord. No. 96-68),
which govern subdivision approvals, plat recordation, bonding, and infrastructure responsibilities. The County has the authority
to place conditions on development approvals, including requirements related to long-term maintenance and financial
readiness. It also aligns with related County processes, including stormwater management, grading, and infrastructure
requirements overseen by Planning & Growth Management. These frameworks already require HOAs to maintain critical systems
such as stormwater facilities, making long term planning essential. At the state and federal level, this proposal supports
environmental requirements under the Clean Water Act and regulations enforced by the Maryland Department of the
Environment (MDE). Many HOAs in Charles County are responsible for maintaining stormwater Best Management Practices
(BMPs), which directly impact compliance and system performance. The proposal is modeled after proven approaches such as
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Oregon law (ORS 94.595 and ORS 100.175), which require developers to complete reserve studies, maintenance plans, and
establish reserve accounts at the time a community is created. By applying similar requirements during development, this
proposal strengthens long-term planning, protects homeowners, and supports sustainable infrastructure within the County’s
existing authority.

PROBLEM

In Charles County, HOAs and condominium associations are responsible for maintaining critical infrastructure such as stormwater
systems, roads, sidewalks, lighting, and community amenities. Too often, these communities are transitioned from developer
control to homeowners without proper financial preparation. HOA fees are frequently kept low early on to attract buyers, while
the true long-term costs of maintaining infrastructure are underestimated or deferred. When homeowners take control,
associations often discover that reserves are insufficient. They are then forced to raise fees or impose special assessments just to
meet basic maintenance needs. These sudden increases create financial stress and, in some cases, make homeownership
unaffordable or a serious hardship. This issue is further compounded by updated Maryland Department of the Environment
(MDE) stormwater requirements, which add ongoing maintenance and compliance responsibilities. Many HOAs are unaware of
these obligations until problems arise, increasing costs even further. Over time, this leads to deferred maintenance, deteriorating
infrastructure, and higher long-term expenses. It can also create inequities, where early homeowners end up subsidizing costs
tied to future development phases. Without proper planning and funding from the start, communities begin in a financially
unstable position, putting both homeowners and the County at risk.

SOLUTION

This proposal solves the problem by requiring developers to plan for long-term maintenance before communities are turned
over to homeowners and before the first home is built. Developers must: ¢ Complete a reserve study to identify infrastructure,
lifespan, and costs e Create a maintenance plan for ongoing upkeep ¢ Set up and fund a reserve account for the association
These steps are tied to existing development stages like plan approval, final plat, and certificate of occupancy, so no new process
is created. By doing this upfront, communities start with a clear plan and the funds needed to maintain infrastructure. This helps
prevent sudden fee increases, special assessments, and delayed repairs. The proposal also improves transparency for
homebuyers and ensures communities are set up for long-term success, protecting homeowners and supporting stable, well-
maintained neighborhoods across Charles County.

cosT

Minimal cost to County. Managed within existing Planning & Growth Management processes with minor review time and one
time staff training. No new staff or ongoing oversight required.

ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT

This proposed legislation is expected to be supported by homeowners, HOA boards, and organizations that are directly impacted
by underfunded infrastructure and rising costs after developer turnover. HOA leaders and community groups often struggle to
maintain infrastructure without adequate reserves. This proposal helps ensure communities are better prepared and able to
manage maintenance responsibly. It also aligns with the interests of County agencies, including Planning & Growth Management
and environmental stakeholders, by supporting responsible growth, sustainable infrastructure, and compliance with stormwater
requirements that protect public health and safety.

ORGANIZATIONAL OPPOSITION

Developers and builders may say this proposal adds costs, requirements, and could impact timelines or affordability. However, it
uses existing approval processes and does not create new fees or agencies. Costs are predictable and small compared to overall
development costs. More importantly, it helps prevent much higher costs for homeowners later, like special assessments and
steep fee increases. It also ensures developer-controlled associations collect HOA fees on time and properly fund reserves. This
supports responsible development, stable communities, and long term housing affordability in Charles County.

PROPOSED DRAFT LANGUAGE

All new developments in Charles County that create a homeowners association (HOA), condominium, or other common
ownership community responsible for maintaining shared infrastructure shall meet the following requirements. This legislation
also applies to developments currently in process, including phased developments, before the transfer of common areas and the
release of any bonds. 1. Developer Requirements: Before final plat approval, the developer shall: ¢ Submit a reserve study
identifying all common infrastructure, its expected lifespan, and replacement costs ® Provide a maintenance plan outlining
required upkeep and inspections, including stormwater systems e Establish a reserve account in the name of the association and
fund it with at least one year of recommended contributions 2. Phased and Ongoing Developments: For developments in
progress or built in phases, these requirements must be met before the release, reduction, or acceptance of any performance or
maintenance bonds, and before the transfer of common areas to the association. 3. Approval Conditions: The County may
withhold final plat approval, certificates of occupancy, or bond release until all requirements are satisfied. 4. Buyer Transparency:
Developers shall provide purchasers with a summary of the reserve study, maintenance responsibilities, and expected HOA
costs.

OTHER INFORMATION TO NOTE

This proposal presents a practical, preventive approach to challenges already being observed in Charles County. It ensures
communities are financially prepared before homeowners take over, helping to prevent special assessments, rising HOA fees,
and infrastructure failures. It works within the County’s existing development process and does not create new boards, fees, or
ongoing oversight. Instead, it adds a simple planning step at key approval stages, making it a low impact change for both staff
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and developers. The proposal also supports long-term housing affordability by reducing the risk of sudden fee increases that can
create financial hardship. More predictable costs help families remain in their homes. In addition, it protects the County by
helping ensure that infrastructure such as stormwater systems, roads, and drainage are properly maintained. When these
systems fail, the County often faces complaints and pressure to intervene. This proposal helps reduce that risk. It also promotes
fairness by setting consistent expectations for all developers while supporting those who already follow best practices.

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

This is an automated message generated by Granicus. Please do not reply directly to this email.
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