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From: Katie Brinkley <director@calvertarts.org>

Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2024 9:45 AM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: Zoning Ordinance feedback

Attachments: Zoning Ordinance feedback- K.Brinkley-Arts Council of Calvert County.pdf

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

Hello,
| am attaching feedback regarding the draft zoning ordinance. | welcome dialog regarding this information and am

happy to answer any questions.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Katie Brinkley

Executive Director

Arts Council of Calvert County
www.calvertarts.org
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nicholasgirard@comcast.net

From:

Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 5:00 PM
To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: 1935 German Chapel Road

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

| have 3 acres. | would like to sell myself 1 acre to build a somewhat smaller home for retirement. |
have been told with no explanation. [s there anything new coming that could change this?

Kim Girard



From: Staci Barrett <stacibarrettrealtor@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2024 11:36 AM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: New zoning designations

Attachments: Map 8 escalation of industrial use for plants.PNG; Map 7 Southern Connector.PNG

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Hi there,

I am a resident of CRE and | saw something on the neighborhood page today regarding some changes to the industrial
areas close by.

The comments said that the nuclear plant and gas plant are changing to heavy industrial areas. Is this due to changes by
the federal government and/or the type of production that those sites involve?

There also was some commenting about the area where the new park is to be built and the land from there being made
industrial all the way to the landfill. If that is the case, | couldn't find anything about it and | looked at maps

provided. Could you tell me where | would find that information if it is published? Also, with the Lusby Villas
development and the changing of the designations of these areas, is there a plan for the sewage facilities in the area to
be upgraded as well?

One last question, it appears that the undeveloped areas on the Southern Connector have been zoned as
industrial/retail related. What does this mean as there are schools on each end? | think what worried me was the
wording of nightclub and adult entertainment. While | see that adult enterprises were revised as no longer permitted in
I-MU, could night clubs etc still be permitted? The I-lis also a bit worrisome as that could possibly be near an
elementary, middle and high school.

Thank you for any clarifications that can be provided.

Respectfully,

Staci Barrett, Realtor
Broker's Assistant

California, MD 20619




From: Bell, Sherrie <Sherrie.Bell@ed.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2024 2:24 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update; Hance, Earl F.; Hart, Michael R.; Grasso, Catherine M,; Ireland,
Todd M.

Subject: Public Comment: Second Draft of Updates to Calvert Zoning Ordinance and Zoning
Map

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Good afternoon,

I'd like it documented that my husband and | oppose the Heavy Industrial Rezoning near the Sweetwater Landfill in
Lusby.

Thank you,

Sherrie & Joseph Bell
Lusby, MD



From: Christy Beavers <beaversbeach@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2024 2:53 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: Heavy industrial zoning Lusby

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

I am a Lusby resident and speaking out against a heavy industrial zoning change. Leave us alone!
Christy Beavers



From: Brinkley, Jason P.

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 1:21 PM

To: Hager, George W. "Will"

Cc: Harris, Tay E.; Lockwood, Kathleen M.
Subject: Fw: Comments on Proposed Master Plann
Will,

This seems to be more of a CCZO comment than Master Plan.

Jason Brinkley

Deputy Director of Planning & Zoning
Calvert County Government

205 Main Street, Prince Frederick, MD 20678
Office:410.535.1600 (x2380)

Cell: 667.321.6627
www.calvertcountymd.gov

From: Town Center Master Plan <towncenterupdate@calvertcountymd.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 11:57 AM
To: ellenwaterhouse @verizon.net <ellenwaterhouse@verizon.net>; Town Center Master Plan

<towncenterupdate@calvertcountymd.gov>
Cc: Brinkley, Jason P. <Jason.Brinkley@calvertcountymd.gov>; Harris, Tay E. <Tay.Harris@calvertcountymd.gov>
Subject: RE: Comments on Proposed Master Plann

Ms. Ellen Waterhouse,

Thank you for concerns and comments regarding the update of the Prince Frederick Town Center Master Plan update
and for your active participation in the update process.

Respectfully,

Kat Lockwood

Planner ll, Long Range Planning
Department of Planning & Zoning
205 Main Street

Prince Frederick, MD 20678
(410)535-1600 Ext: 2335

From: ellenwaterhouse @verizon.net <ellenwaterhouse @verizon.net>
Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 11:21 AM

To: Town Center Master Plan <TownCenterUpdate @calvertcountymd.gov>
Subject: Comments on Proposed Master Plann

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.









From: Teresa Ruleman <teresa.ruleman@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2024 10:00 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: Public comment

Attachments: Ms Teresa Ruleman Public comment Letter dtd 25 Sept 2024.docx

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Please see the following attachment in reference to myPublic comment



Date: 25 September 2024

To: Members of Calvert County Planning and Zoning

From: Ms. Teresa Ruleman (Homeowner)

Lusby, MD. 20657

Subject: Heavy Industrial Zoning Amendments for Calvert County MD.

Attachments:
Esteemed members of The Calvert Count Planning and Zoning,

[ am reaching out to you to you today as one of the many concerned homeowners who
oppose the new proposed “Heavy Industrial Zoning Amendments” for Calvert County MD. in
hopes you will support and represent the opposition along with those of us who reside within the
CRE community.

The current proposed location for the “Heavy Industrial Area” resides on a piece of land that was
donated with the intent of providing a park for the citizens. A critical risk to this proposed
location would mean the children of our community will be playing in and subjected to close
proximity pollution.

In the 2019 Comprehensive plan ( pg. 3-27) Calvert County stated. that their Goal was to
“Preserve the rural character of the county, its prime farmland, contiguous forests, cultural
resources and environmentally sensitive areas” and that the Objective as stated in (3.4.4.1) was
“to develop a plan to phase out rural commercial districts that are vacant or underutilized”.

In section ( 3.4.4.2) it was stated “to restrict the expansion of rural commercial uses and to
maintain a small scale rural character”.

Being that we already have the largest community in Calvert Co and the largest estuary, it
questions the Objective, Goals, and Values presented in the 2019 Comprehensive Plan.

In regard to the properties owned by the county located by Appeal Elementary School, these
properties are currently zoned light industrial, Rural community or Forest and farm. It is my
understanding after attending the Planning and Zoning meeting on Sept. 8, 2024, that the county
wants to clear and use this land as Heavy Industrial as opposed to the vacant and already cleared
land located by Sweetwater. (currently zoned light industrial).
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From: Terry W Singer <terrysinger@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 11:56 AM

To: Zone Ordinance Update; Hance, Earl F.; Hart, Michael R.; Grasso, Catherine M.; Ireland,
Todd M.

Subject: Heavy Industrial Zoning Amendments for Calvert County Maryland

Attachments: PLANNING COMMITTEE.docx

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

To The Addressees Above:

Attached is a letter from me regarding the proposal to rezone a portion of Lusby, Maryland, a Heavy Industrial
Zone, when in fact, the land was donated by Dominion Resources for use as a Park for the citizens of Calvert
County. Isn’t it bad enough that the gas plant was permitted to be built with dirty emissions exception credits

and we have to live with that here in Lusby. And now you want more industry in our area. That's just not right.

R/
Terry W. Singer
Lusby, Maryland



Date:  September 27, 2024

To: Members of Calvert County Planning Committee

From: Tea W. Sinier

Lusby, Maryland, 20657-2412
terrysinger(@comeast.net

Subject: Heavy Industrial Zoning Amendments for Calvert County Maryland

Attachments
Esteemed members of The Calvert Count Planning Committee:

I am reaching out to you to you today as one of the many concerned homeowners of Calvert
County who oppose the new proposed “Heavy Industrial Zoning Amendments” for Calvert
County, Maryland, in an attempt to garner your support and the opposition to this Amendment,
along with those of us who reside in the Lusby community.

The current proposed location for the “Heavy Industrial Area” resides on a piece of land that was
donated Dominion Resources Gas Plant with the intent of providing a park for the citizens of the
County. A critical risk to this proposed location would mean the children of our community will
be playing in and subjected to close proximity pollution.

In the 2019 Comprehensive plan (pg. 3-27), Calvert County stated that its Goal was to “Preserve
the rural character of the county, its prime farmland, contiguous forests, cultural resources and
environmentally sensitive areas” and that the Objective as stated in (3.4.4.1), was “to develop a
plan to phase out rural commercial districts that are vacant or underutilized.”

Section (3.4.4.2) states, “to restrict the expansion of rural commercial uses and to maintain a
small scale rural character.”

In that Lusby already has the largest community in Calvert County and the largest estuary, it begs
to question the Objective, Goals, and Values presented in the 2019 Comprehensive Plan.

In regard to the properties owned by the county located by Appeal Elementary School, these
properties are currently zoned Light Industrial, Rural Community or Forest and Farm. It is my
understanding, that at the Planning meeting on Sept. 8, 2024, the county wants to clear and use
this land as Heavy Industrial as opposed to the vacant and already cleared land located by
Sweetwater. (currently zoned light industrial).












From: Susan T. Ford <Ford@CouncilBaradel.com>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 11:58 AM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Subject: August, 2024, Zoning Ordinance Update Comments re: Marine and Water-Dependent

Facilities regulations

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

Attached please find comments to the August 2024 draft zoning ordinance pertaining to the harbor line
encroachment variance process in the Marine and Water-Dependent Facilities regulations. Please feel free to
contact me with any comments. Susan Ford

The proposed amendment to Section 23-2 to allow a potential encroachment to the established harbor line
through the Board of Appeals variance process is welcome. The proposed amendment verbiage and the Usable
Waterway Area and Setback provisions could be clarified, however.

Proposed amendment 23-2 (3). There are multiple types of variance processes with different standards
administered by the Board of Appeals such as general, Critical Area, floodplain etc. Presumably the proposed
verbiage refers to the Zoning Ordinance 11-1.01(A) general variance standard. The proposed Code amendment
should specify the applicable (i.e., general variance) standard.

Proposed amendment 23-2 (A)(3)(a). “Harbor lines may only be encroached when the harbor line in conjunction
with water depth prevents docking within the useable waterway area.” This does not take into account the
situation where existing docking is being eliminated through shoreline improvements such as a living
shoreline. The language could read “ Harbor lines may be encroached when the shoreline is altered for
environmental benefit and existing docking is eliminated from the useable waterway area by the shoreline
improvement project.”

Proposed amendment 23-2(A)(3) (f) and (h). When read together, it appears that in (f), a plat which depicts the
approved harbor line encroachment requires the signatures of all the owners of the lots or parcels “affected by the
change”. “Affected property owners” in (h) is proposed to be defined as “everyone upstream unless determined
otherwise by the Zoning Officer with consultation from Environmental staff.” The term “everyone upstream” is
extremely vague and unworkable in that getting signatures of potentially hundreds of upstream property owners on
a plat would be untenable, even if the variance proceeding was successful. The better process would be to
either rely on the notice provisions already in place for variance proceedings before the Board of Appeals which
requires newspaper publication, posting the property (posting could be required both at the road and at the waters
or existing docks edge) and advance hearing notice to affected property owners (defined by the Board as adjoining
or directly across the road) and thus to require only the landowner and Planning Commission signatures on the
plat, and/or to be more specific about the encroachment variance notice provisions, possibly requiring notice of
the variance to all lot owners on both sides of the stream within 300 feet or the like.

Existing Code 23-5. The “Usable Waterway Area” is defined as the area enclosed by the harbor line, shoreline and
lateral lines.” This is inconsistent with an approved harbor line encroachment. This should be amended to state

1



the “Usable Waterway Area” is defined as “the area enclosed by the harbor line, or as applicable, an approved
encroachment to the harbor line, the shoreline and lateral lines.”

Existing Code 23-5 (D)(1). This section requires a harbor line setback of ten feet from the harbor line. This is
inconsistent with an approved encroachment to the harbor line. This should be revised to state that: “Any piers, T
heads, L head, mooring piles, mooring and/or anchorages shall be set back at least ten feet from the harbor line,
unless a harbor line encroachment is approved, and then no further than the approved encroachment, to assure
that no moored vessel or permanent or temporary obstruction extends beyond the harbor lines, unless otherwise
approved to do so via an approved harbor line encroachment.”

COUNCIL

BARADEL

Susan T. Ford, Esquire

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

If you received this email in error please notify us and delete the email from your system



From: Julie Sickle <sicklebarn@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 1:34 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Cc: MacAdams, Kathy L.; Mackall, Judy J.; Megan Rollins
Subject: Public Comment on Zoning Updates

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Planning & Zoning,

Thank you. | started working with Judy Mackall and Kathy MacAdams in May, 2023 to ask for zoning changes important
to small businesses and non-profit organizations in our county. | reviewed the draft zoning ordinance for comment. The
changes are included.

The draft ordinance allows for farms in a rural community district to hold a limited number of public events per calendar
year. This will allow small businesses like ours to support local non-profit organizations in holding fundraising

events. This is so beneficial to the residents of our county.

Again, thank you for helping us. You are appreciated.

With gratitude,

Julie Sickle
Owner of The Barn at Pleasant Acres
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From: bulaforever <bulaforever@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 2:07 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update

Cc: Hance, Earl F.; Hart, Michael R,; Grasso, Catherine M,; Ireland, Todd M.
Subject: Draft Zoning Ordinance Changes

Attachments: Lusby Heavy Industrial.pdf

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Re: Proposed Draft Zoning Ordinance Changes to Heavy Industrial in Lusby MD - Public Comments

Please see attached for my comments to the Board of Commissioners and Planning Commissioners in regards to Heavy
Industrial rezoning

Thank you

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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From: Maria Van der Vossen <mvandervossen@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 6:43 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update; Hance, Earl F.; Hart, Michael R.; Grasso, Catherine M.; Ireland,
Todd M.

Subject: Rezoning of Lusby

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

| was extremely disappointed to read in the paper today that Calvert County is considering rezoning several
properties in the Lusby area to Heavy Industrial Districts. When I first came to Calvert County to teach and
then live 28 years ago, | was amused by the perception of Lusby residents that the southern portion of the
county was perpetually overlooked and mistreated in favor of the north. They told stories of injustices going
back decades. Since moving here | have witnessed the callous disregard of the County Commissioners for the
southern end of the county and it is no longer so amusing. Dominion has been allowed to expand several
times despite the objections of the residents of Lusby. The county plans to proceed with Lusby Villas even
though the local community is opposed. Now, the plan is to rezone several areas as heavy industrial districts
without the approval of those that would be most affected. | would hope that our elected officials would
consider all of the ramifications of such a decision and would, most importantly, listen to the opinions of those

who live close by.

Maria Van der Vossen



From: Board VicePresident <vicepresident@poacre.org>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 2:03 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update; willhager@calvertcountymd.gov

Cc: Mackall, Judy J.; O'Shea, Rachel D.

Subject: Fw: Letter

Attachments: POACRE Letter 2024 Calvert County Draft Zoning Ordinance.pdf

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

September 27, 2024

Mr. Will Hager

Planner lll/Zoning

Calvert County Government
Planning and Zoning
Courthouse Square Building
2nd Floor, 205 Main Street

Prince Frederick, Maryland 20678

RE: Public Comment on Second Draft of Zoning Ordinance and Map Update

We hope that this finds you well. Attached is a letter approved by a large majority of the POACRE Board
of Directors.

As you probably know, the Property Owners Association Chesapeake Ranch Estates (POACRE) consists
of nearly 11,000 residents and around 5,000 Lots. We thought it important to provide feedback on the
second draft of zoning ordinance and map update. Straight off, we can tell you that we are impress with
the draft zoning map. Our only comment is that, while zeroing in on a street or court, it seems to lock into
a brownish orange pattern for an extended period of time.



In reviewing the draft zoning update’s Article 8, Section C - Heavy Industrial District in District 1, we are
concerned with the rezoning of hundreds of acres of land into an industrial area near the Appeals
Landfill. Obviously, there are numerous known health concerns when it comes to the addition of an
industrial area where there was none. Simply for this reason, we are opposed to having this area be
rezoned to a heavy industrial district.

In reviewing the draft zoning update’s Article 18, Section F and F1 - Uses, this section calls for a Data
Center(s) in District 1. There has been well documented concern about adding a data center to a local
community. Drawing from Wikipedia: “Data Center’s Impact on electricity prices — Cryptomining and the
artificial intelligence boom of the 2020's has also led to increased demand for electricity, that

the IEA expects could double global overall data center demand for electricity between 2022 and 2026.

The US could see its share of the electricity market going to data centers increase from 4% to 6% over
those four years. Bitcoin used up 2% of US electricity in 2023. This has led to increased electricity prices,
particularly in regions with lots of data centers like Santa Clara, California and upstate New York. Data
centers have also generated concerns in Northern Virginia about whether residents will have to foot the
bill for future power lines. It has also made it harder to develop housing in London. A Bank of America
Institute report in July 2024 found that the increase in demand for electricity due in part to Al has been
pushing electricity prices higher and is a significant contributor to electricity inflation.” We are aware
that some data centers operate primarily using generators. Whether it is dedicated electricity or
generators, with a significant carbon footprint, we are opposed to a data centerin Lusby.

Lastly, we would like to address the proposed removal of the Lusby Architectural Review Committee as it
pertains to the Lusby Town Center. Although it cannot be found in the draft zoning update, during the
September 18, 2024 Planning and Zoning meeting at 39:04, Director Mary Beth Cook commented that the
Board of County Commissioner instructed staff to remove ARCs hoping to streamline the process. With
County staff consistently pointed out that there is a lack of citizen involvement, why do away with citizen
involvement? More importantly, we were under the impression if there is a lack of quorum for an ARC,
the decision automatically goes to staff. So, what is the true harm in maintaining the ARCs? Why not
keep the Lusby ARC and seek new members willing to attend meetings?

Should you have any questions, please contact us at vicepresident@poacre.org. We look forward to
hearing from you.

Thank you,

Edward Holland (for the full Board of Directors)
Vice President












From: Edward Holland <hollandnmd@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 27, 2024 2:15 PM

To: Zone Ordinance Update; Hager, George W. "Will"

Cc: Mackall, Judy J.; rachel.oshea@calvercountymd.gov

Subject: POACRE's Comments / Calvert County Second Draft of Zoning Ordinance Due
September 27, 2024

Attachments: POACRE Letter 2024 Calvert County Draft Zoning Ordinance.pdf

This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

PROPERTY OWNERS ASSOCIATION CHESAPEAKE RANCH ESTATES

395 Clubhouse Drive, Lusby, Maryland 20657

Travis Scott — President
Edward Holland — Vice President
Regine Wunder — Treasurer
Troy Anthony Anderson — Director 1
Anthony Foppiano — Director 2

September 27, 2024

Mr. Will Hager

Planner I1I/Zoning

Calvert County Government
Planning and Zoning

Courthouse Square Building

2" Floor, 205 Main Street

Prince Frederick, Maryland 20678

RE: Public Comment on Second Draft of Zoning Ordinance and Map Update

We hope that this finds you well. Attached is a letter approved by a large majority of the POACRE Board of
Directors.

As you probably know, the Property Owners Association Chesapeake Ranch Estates (POACRE) consists of nearly
11,000 residents and around 5,000 Lots. We thought it important to provide feedback on the second draft of zoning
ordinance and map update. Straight off, we can tell you that we are impress with the draft zoning map. Our only
comment is that, while zeroing in on a street or court, it seems to lock into a brownish orange pattern for an extended
period of time.



In reviewing the draft zoning update’s Article 8, Section C — Heavy Industrial District in District 1, we are concerned
with the rezoning of hundreds of acres of land into an industrial area near the Appeals Landfill. Obviously, there are
numerous known health concerns when it comes to the addition of an industrial area where there was none. Simply
for this reason, we are opposed to having this area be rezoned to a heavy industrial district.

In reviewing the draft zoning update’s Article 18, Section F and F1 — Uses, this section calls for a Data Center(s) in
District 1. There has been well documented concern about adding a data center to a local community. Drawing from
Wikipedia: “Data Center’s Impact on electricity prices — Cryptomining and the artificial intelligence boom of the
2020's has also led to increased demand for electricity, that the IEA expects could double global overall data center
demand for electricity between 2022 and 2026.

The US could see its share of the electricity market going to data centers increase from 4% to 6% over those four
years. Bitcoin used up 2% of US electricity in 2023. This has led to increased electricity prices, particularly in regions
with lots of data centers like Santa Clara, California and upstate New York. Data centers have also generated
concerns in Northern Virginia about whether residents will have to foot the bill for future power lines. It has also
made it harder to develop housing in London. A Bank of America Institute report in July 2024 found that the increase
in demand for electricity due in part to Al has been pushing electricity prices higher and is a significant contributor to
electricity inflation.” We are aware that some data centers operate primarily using generators. Whether it is dedicated
electricity or generators, with a significant carbon footprint, we are opposed to a data center in Lusby.

Lastly, we would like to address the proposed removal of the Lusby Architectural Review Committee as it pertains to
the Lusby Town Center. Although it cannot be found in the draft zoning update, during the September 18, 2024
Planning and Zoning meeting at 39:04, Director Mary Beth Cook commented that the Board of County
Commissioner instructed staff to remove ARCs hoping to streamline the process. With County staff consistently
pointed out that there is a lack of citizen involvement, why do away with citizen involvement? More importantly, we
were under the impression if there is a lack of quorum for an ARC, the decision automatically goes to staff. So, what
is the true harm in maintaining the ARCs? Why not keep the Lusby ARC and seek new members willing to attend
meetings?

Should you have any questions, please contact us at vicepresident@poacre.org. We look forward to hearing from
you.

Thank you,
Ed
Edward Holland

Vice President (for the full Board)
vicepresident(@poacre.org

PROPERTY OWNERS ASSOCIATION CHESAPEAKE RANCH ESTATES
395 Clubhouse Drive, Lusby, Maryland 20657







In reviewing the draft zoning update’s Article 18, Section F and F1 - Uses, this section calls for a Data
Center(s) in District 1. There has been well documented concern about adding a data center to a local
community. Drawing from Wikipedia: “Data Center’s Impact on electricity prices — Cryptomining and
the artificial intelligence boom of the 2020's has also led to increased demand for electricity, that

the IEA expects could double global overall data center demand for electricity between 2022 and 2026.

The US could see its share of the electricity market going to data centers increase from 4% to 6% over
those four years. Bitcoin used up 2% of US electricity in 2023. This has led to increased electricity
prices, particularly in regions with lots of data centers like Santa Clara, California and upstate New
York. Data centers have also generated concerns in Northern Virginia about whether residents will have
to foot the bill for future power lines. It has also made it harder to develop housing in London. A Bank of
America Institute report in July 2024 found that the increase in demand for electricity due in part to Al
has been pushing electricity prices higher and is a significant contributor to electricity inflation.” We
are aware that some data centers operate primarily using generators. Whether itis dedicated electricity
or generators, with a significant carbon footprint, we are opposed to a data center in Lusby.

Lastly, we would like to address the proposed removal of the Lusby Architectural Review Committee as
it pertains to the Lusby Town Center. Although it cannot be found in the draft zoning update, during the
September 18, 2024 Planning and Zoning meeting at 39:04, Director Mary Beth Cook commented that
the Board of County Commissioner instructed staff to remove ARCs hoping to streamline the

process. With County staff consistently pointed out that there is a lack of citizen involvement, why do
away with citizen involvement? More importantly, we were under the impression if there is a lack of
quorum for an ARC, the decision automatically goes to staff. So, what s the true harm in maintaining
the ARCs? Why not keep the Lusby ARC and seek new members willing to attend meetings?

Should you have any questions, please contact us at vicepresident@poacre.org. We look forward to
hearing from you.

Thank you,

Edward Holland (for the full Board of Directors)
Vice President

Attachment









