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1. A proposal to adopt legislation to deter squatter/trespassers. 

Proposed by: Robin Wood 
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2. A proposal to amend the Maryland Homeowners Association Act. 

Proposed by: Gloria Sawyers 
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3. A proposal to provide flexibility for intrafamily transfers in the Tier 4 septic zone. 

Proposed by: Cooper Raleigh 

pg.34 

 
4. A proposal to provide certain minimum notice to school bus companies before pg.37 

t.erminating their contract. Proposed by: Mark Koch, President 
Charles County School Bus Contractors Assoc. 

 

5. A proposal to make mini golf exempt from Charles County Admission and Amusement tax. 

Proposed by: Doug Roth of Scary Strokes 
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6. A proposal to rename the stadium alcoholic beverage license and allow for sale and 
consumption throughout the stadium. Proposed by:David Martinez, Esq. 
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7. A proposal to remove the required petition of support for applicants for an alcoholic beverage 
license. Proposed by: Kathleen Quade, Chair 

Board of License Commissioners 
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8. A proposal to remove the required newspaper publication of alcoholic beverage license 
application notices. Proposed by: Kathleen Quade, Chair 

Board of License Commissioners 
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9.  A proposal to amend the process for trial boards in connection with sustained complaints 
of police misconduct. 

Proposed by: Granville Johnson, Chairman 
Police Accountability Board 
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10. A proposal to exclude certain complaints of police misconduct involving vehicle collisions 

from the review of the administrative charging committee. 

Proposed by: Granville Johnson, Chairman 
Police Accountability Board 

11. A proposal to prohibit chiefs of law enforcement agencies from providing their recommendation 
for lesser discipline to police officers when making an offer of discipline based upon the 
administrative charging committees findings of a sustained charge of police misconduct. 

Proposed by: Granville Johnson, Chairman 
Police Accountability Board 

12. A proposal to dissolve the gaming permit review board. 
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Proposed by: the Office of the County Attorney/Clerk 
to the Board of County Commissioners 

 
   13.        A proposal to allow county employees commissioned as special police officers to use                             pg.62 
                 Their police powers to protect elected officials and employees. 
             Proposed by: Central Services Division 
             Charles County Government 
 

   14. A proposal seeking enabling legislation to authorize local regulations for impoundment of off 

 road vehicles used in violation of Maryland law. 
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Proposed by: the Office of the County Attorney/Clerk 
to the Board of County Commissioners 

 

  15.  A proposal to require identification or satisfactory proof of identification so that a police officer     

may issue a citation for the violation of smoking cannabis in public. 

Proposed by: Charles County Sheriff's Office 

 
16. A proposal for state funding to support a public-private partnership for school construction to 

address space needs of full day prekindergarten under the Blueprint. 

Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
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17. A proposal for state funding to support a county sidewalk program to enhance the 

walkability of the Waldorf Urban Redevelopment Corridor (Old Washington/Leonardtown Rd) 

Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 

 
18. A proposal to create Urban Bike Trail to connect the existing Indian Head Rail Trail to various 

          destination on or near the Potomac River and points north, terminating at National Harbor. 

Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 

19. A proposal to commit state resources to the development of a ferry service connecting Indian 

Head to National Harbor and Alexandria, VA. 
Proposed by Commissioner Collins 

 
20.  A proposal for enabling legislation to establish a classification of real property known as  
              “blighted property” and to implement a higher property tax rate on that class of properties.  

          Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
 



 
21. A proposal seeking state funding to establish a mentorship program designed to reduce violent acts 

committed by and against the youth of Charles County.    
Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 

 
22. A proposal seeking state funding to create real-time crime centers crimes as they occur. 

       Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
 
23. A proposal seeking state funding to support the creation of murals throughout the county. 

      Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
 
24.   A proposal seeking state funding to support the creation of an application competition.  

     Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
 
25.  A proposal seeking state funding to assist with the creation of a housing trust fund. 

     Proposed by: Commissioner Collins 
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Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Robin Woods

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

This is a proposal to reform the current process in place to redefine Squatters as Trespassers, and give the legal
homeowner increased ability to expedite removal by law enforcement without a lengthy court proceeding.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

Maryland's current laws pertaining to squatters presently require the legal owner to go through a lengthy legal
process to remove squatters. An excerpt from Maryland's current law indicates: " How can a property owner evict



squatters in Maryland? In Maryland, property owners must file a complaint in the District Court of the county where
the property is located to begin the eviction process for squatters. The property owner may also need to provide
notice to the squatter before filing the complaint..." By passing updated legislation identifying squatters as
trespassers and removing squatters right this will allow for a streamlined removal by law enforcement by the legal
homeowner.

Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)

Squatting has become a nationwide problem that continues to grow due to outdated laws pertaining to squatters
rights. Many squatters are gaming the system and causing legal homeowners mounting bills, and undue stress with
little to no support with common sense laws to protect their interest from these law breakers. By reforming
squatting laws in Maryland it would make it clear that squatting is a criminal act. It would be a legislative change to
finally close a loophole to identify squatting behavior as a criminal act. It is outrageous to think one could just come
in and take over a home as squatters with no immediate consequences. Reforming laws pertaining to squatters to
make it criminal trespassing so the police can come and take them out of the house is common sense legislation.
This is an issue that other states are beginning to address with updated legislation to remove and update to anti-
squatter laws.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

Introducing anti-squatting laws redefining squatters as trespassers will give legal homeowners more rights to have
law enforcement remove squatters immediately. Updated legislation to also hold squatters accountable for any
property damage, make it a criminal offense for squatters who make up fake rental agreements, and most
importantly spare the legal homeowner from a drawn out process that squatters use a loophole to game the
system.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Multiple Homeowners Associations throughout Charles County Maryland

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

A property owner can request law enforcement to immediately remove a squatter from their property if the
following conditions are met: The individual has unlawfully entered and remains on the property; The individual has
been directed to leave the property by the owner but has not done so this gives police authority to "swiftly" and
"immediately" remove individuals from residential properties "based on a homeowner's sworn complaint and
without court involvement of any kind," Persons found to have trespassed into a legal homeowner residence will be
held criminally responsible for all damages to said home. If the trespasser presents a forged or fake lease the
trespasser will be held criminally responsible for presenting a false document.

Other Information To Note

A property owner can request law enforcement to immediately remove a squatter from their property if the
following conditions are met: The individual has unlawfully entered and remains on the property; The individual has
been directed to leave the property by the owner but has not done so this gives police authority to "swiftly" and
"immediately" remove individuals from residential properties "based on a homeowner's sworn complaint and
without court involvement of any kind," Persons found to have trespassed into a legal homeowner residence will be
held criminally responsible for all damages to said home. If the trespasser presents a forged or fake lease the
trespasser will be held criminally responsible for presenting a false document.

Attachment(s)

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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Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

GLORIA SAWYERS

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

Bryans Road, MD, MD 20616

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act (ACT)

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

Unknown

Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)



My name is Gloria Sawyers, and I am a resident of your district and I need to call your attention to a very serious
matter affecting citizens you serve. The Issue: I am writing to express my concern about the weakness of the above
referenced ACT (MD Code, section 11B) and the limitless and unchecked power it allows Primary Development
Home Owners Associations (HOA) to wheel over related communities. Outside of definitions, currently, there is
nothing in the Act that prevents these Primary Development HOAs from the unbridled collection of association fees,
special assessments, or placing liens against the homeowners residing in Related Developments.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

I am proposing an amendment to the Act that will, with your assistance, control and limit the power of these
Primary Development HOAs to operate arbitrarily and capriciously outside the boundaries of their primary
development and dictate/communicate directly with homeowners in the related developments without the
authority and expressed written consent of the Related Development HOAs. See attached documents

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

This form only allows a maximum number of 2 files to upload, and I have 5 documents to support my proposal. Due
to this limitation, I will email my 5 documents to Danielle Mitchell as attachments for submission to my legislative
proposal.

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

This form only allows a maximum number of 2 files to upload, and I have 5 documents to support my proposal. Due
to this limitation, I will email my 5 documents to Danielle Mitchell as attachments for submission to my legislative
proposal.

Other Information To Note

This form only allows a maximum number of 2 files to upload, and I have 5 documents to support my proposal. Due
to this limitation, I will email my 5 documents to Danielle Mitchell as attachments for submission to my legislative
proposal.

Attachment(s)

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

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



July 24, 2024 

 
Commissioner Thomasina O. Coates, M.S. (District 2)  
P.O. Box 2150 
County Government Building 
200 Baltimore Street 
LaPlata, MD  20646-2150 
 
Reference: Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act (ACT) 
 
Dear Commissioner Coates:  
 
My name is Gloria Sawyers, and I am a resident of your district and I need to call your 
attention to a very serious matter affecting citizens you serve. 
 
The Issue: 
 
I am writing to express my concern about the weakness of the above referenced ACT 
(MD Code, section 11B) and the limitless and unchecked power it allows Primary 
Development Home Owners Associations (HOA) to wheel over related 
communities. Outside of definitions, currently, there is nothing in the Act that prevents 
these Primary Development HOAs from the unbridled collection of association fees, 
special assessments, or placing liens against the homeowners residing in Related 
Developments.  
 
I am proposing an amendment to the Act that will, with your assistance, control and limit 
the power of these Primary Development HOAs to operate arbitrarily and capriciously 
outside the boundaries of their primary development and dictate/communicate directly 
with homeowners in the related developments without the authority and expressed 
written consent of the Related Development HOAs.  

Background   

In the South Hampton Development there are two distinct and separate communities 
with two distinct and separate HOAs: the South Hampton Townhouse Owners 
Association (SHTHOA) and the South Hampton Homeowners Association (SHHOA). 
Each HOA has its own distinct and separate websites and management companies.  

However, the SHHOA operates as the Primary Development HOA and directly collect 
annual assessments from Townhouse Owners residing in the Related Development 
SHTHOA community with no governing authority or control. 

1. The practice goes against the SHTHOA governing ByLaws (Article XIII 
Assessments) that provide that each owner in South Hampton Townhouse 
Community is obligated to pay to the SHTHOA annual and special 
assessments…”.   
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2. The Article does not in any way mention or suggest that owners in South Hampton 
Townhouse Community pay annual and/ special assessments to the SHHOA.   

3. In addition to the requirements of Article XIII Assessments, Article VIII 
Maintenance, (Section 8.02. Association Maintenance) of the SHTHOA ByLaws 
provide that: 

“The Association may, in the discretion of the Board of Directors, assume 
additional maintenance responsibilities upon all or any portion of the properties. In 
such event, all costs of such maintenance shall only be assessed against those 
owners receiving or benefiting or being served by the additional services.” 

The ByLaws does not give or grant authority for another HOA to perform 
maintenance or make assessments against Townhouse Owners in the SHTHOA. 

4. According to the 2024 SHHOA proposed annual budget, an assessment of 
$70,400 is being collected directly from the Townhouse Owners in the SHTHOA; 
however, the budget spreadsheet does not provide any details as to what or how 
the $70,400 will be used or the benefits that the Townhouse owners in the 
SHTHOA will receive from the assessed amount. 

a. The chart below shows the collection of SHHOA Association Fees from SHTHOA 
owners from 2021 through 2024: 

Townhome Assessment Income 

Year Quarterly 
Installments 

Yearly 
Assessment  

Number of 
Residents 

Total Annual 
Income 

2021 $50 $200 313 $62,600 

2022 $52.50 $210  313 $67,200 

2023 $55 $220   320 $70,400 

2024 $55 $220   320 $70,400 

a1. The chart below shows the benefits (services, supplies, materials, etc.) the Townhome Owners received from the Assessment collected by the 

SHHOA. 

 

*Note:  No benefits were recorded in the SHHOA annual yearly assessment report for the Townhouse 
Owners.  

 

 

Year of Assessment  Assessments *Benefit(s) 

2021 $62,600 None listed 

2022 $67,200 None listed 

2023 $70,400 None listed 

2024 $70,400 None listed 
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  b. The chart below shows the Association Fees paid by the SHTHOA owners: 

Townhouse Assessment Income 

Year Quarterly 
Installments 

Yearly 
Assessment  

Number of 
Residents 

Total Annual 
Income 

2021 $202.46 $809.84   320 $259,148.80 

2022 $202.46 $809.84   320 $259,148.80 

2023 $202.46 $809.84   320 $259,148.80 

2024 $202.46 $809.84   320 $259,148.80 

 
b1. The chart below shows the benefits (services, supplies, materials, etc.), the Townhouse 
Owners received from the Assessment collected by the SHTHOA.    
 

*Note: The SHTHOA annual assessment reports recorded the benefits identified. See Enclosure 2 and 3 
for a list of activities for each category under the Benefit(s) column. The annual budgets reflecting the 
information in the charts above are enclosed. 

 
 
The Solution:  
 
To ensure that Primary Development HOAs have limits on their ability to impose 
arbitrary and uncontrolled assessments directly on the homeowners of Related 
Developments, an Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act is 
attached (see Attachment 1) for your review, consideration, and action. 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Year of Assessment  Assessments *Benefit(s) 

2021 $259,148.80 Administrative Expenses, Utilities, 
Maintenance & Repair, Grounds 
Maintenance, Reserve Activity 

2022 $259,148.80 Administrative Expenses, Utilities, 
Maintenance & Repair, Grounds 
Maintenance, Reserve Activity 

2023 $259,148.80 Administrative Expenses, Utilities, 
Maintenance & Repair, Grounds 
Maintenance, Reserve Activity 

2024 $259,148.80 Administrative Expenses, Utilities, 
Maintenance & Repair, Grounds 
Maintenance, Reserve Activity 
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Summary/Closing 
 
I thank you in advance for moving the amendment through the legislative process and 
any other action you may take to ensure that the unchecked arbitrary actions and of 
Primary Development HOAs are brought under control. 
 
For your knowledge, a list of Townhouse Owners in the SHTHOA actively advocating for 
this action is attached (Attachment 2).  
 
If you have questions or need additional information, I am available to assist. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Gloria Sawyers 
5829 Monmouth Court 
Bryans Road, MD  20616 
(301) 602-9640 
gs1112@verizon.net 
 
 
Enclosures: 
 

1. South Hampton Townhouse ByLaws -- 01-29-2024 
2. 2024 Proposed Annual Assessment Budget for South Hampton Homeowners 

Association  
3. 2024 Proposed Annual Assessment Budget for South Hampton Townhouse 

Owners Association 

Attachment:  

1. Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act 
2. List of SHTHOA Advocating for the Amendment 
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 Attachment 1 

 

Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act 

 

Amend Maryland Law § 11B-101, Section 2, Paragraph (k) and (m) of the legislation as 
follows:  

 
(k)  Primary Development: Means a development where the homeowners association 

governs a community of homes that are part of a larger development. A Primary 

Development HOA may have its own rules, fees, and amenities, but it may also share 

some common areas and services with other HOAs in a Related Development.  

1.  A Primary Development may impose assessments on homeowners in a Related 

Development. Any assessments imposed by the Primary Development HOA on 

homeowners in a Related Development shall be for services, materials, equipment, or 

other justifiable benefits not being provided by the HOA in the Related Development.  

2. For any such assessments imposed, the Primary Development HOA shall collect all 

such assessments through the Related Development’s HOA and not directly from the 

homeowners in the Related Development.   

3. The Primary Development HOA shall maintain a separate account and records for all 

such assessments in 1 above, showing the amount collected and the services, 

materials, equipment, or other benefits derived from the assessments that satisfy the 

needs of the homeowners in the Related Development. The records shall be made 

available for the review and retention of the Related Development HOA upon request as 

established in the ByLaws of the Primary Development HOA.  

4. The Primary Development shall ensure that the assessments it impose on a Related 
Development are fair and proportional to the benefits the homeowners in the Related 
Development receive.  
 

(m) Related Development: Means a development where the purchasers of a lot pay 

fees to the homeowners’ association (HOA) established by the lot owners in such 

development, and the HOA shall be responsible for collecting any assessments from its 

lot owners imposed by the Primary Development HOA.  
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1.  The Related Development HOA shall include in its ByLaws a requirement that it will 

collect assessments imposed on its homeowners by the Primary Development HOA for 

services, materials, equipment, or other justifiable benefits not being provided by the 

Related Development HOA. 

2.  The Related Development HOA shall include in its ByLaws language that indicates 

that all such assessments imposed in 1 above shall be paid by the homeowners to the 

Related Development HOA and not directly to the Primary Development HOA.  

3. The Related Development HOA shall include in its ByLaws language that indicates 

that the Primary Development HOA will maintain a separate account and records for 

such assessments imposed in 1 above and that such records will be made available to 

its homeowners upon written request to the Related Development HOA in accordance 

with the Primary Development HOA Bylaws. 

4. The Related Development HOA shall include in its ByLaws language that indicates it 
will review all assessments imposed by the Primary Development to ensure that they 
are fair and proportionate to the benefits the homeowners in the Related Development 
receive.  

 





































 



 



From: Charles County Government
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Subject: *NEW SUBMISSION* Legislative Proposals
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2024 11:21:16 AM

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

Legislative Proposals

Submission #: 3407698

IP Address: 71.114.42.132

Submission Date: 08/15/2024 11:21

Survey Time: 33 minutes, 15 seconds

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

Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Cooper Raleigh

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

Indian Head, MD 20640

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

To include the flexibility for Intrafamily Transfers in the Tier 4 septic zoning and the § 278-16: Major subdivisions
and § 278-17: Minor subdivisions legislation

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

§ 278-16: Major subdivisions § 278-17: Minor subdivisions ZTA #22-170

Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)



The way the law is written currently excludes intrafamily Transfers in Tier 4 zoning and the cited Charles County
code listed under the code references

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

Amending the Tier 4 zoning and the Minor and Major Subdivision legislation will give families the flexibility to
subdivide between their kin.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Libertarian Central Committee of Southern Maryland Charles County Democratic Central Committee Charles County
Republican Central Committee **Not an Organization but the Residents of Smallwood Estates who were not aware
of this zoning law

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

Legislation to Amend § 278-17: Minor subdivisions and § 278-16: Major subdivisions to include the flexibility for
Intrafamily Transfers in Tier 4 septic zoning

Other Information To Note

Attachment(s)

Proposal to Amend Subdividing and Septic Tiering (1).pdf

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

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



Good evening Commissioners, 

My name is Cooper Raleigh, and I am writing this proposal in the hope to amend  § 278-17: 

Minor subdivisions and § 278-16: Major subdivisions in the Tier 4 zoning to include the 

flexibility for Intrafamily Transfers. This all stems from an inquiry to subdivide 7025 Rison 

Drive in Indian Head of which my grandmother Donna Finneyfrock is the property owner. It is a 

sixteen-and-a-half-acre lot that is zoned RC (Rural Conservation) which permits a density of 1 

dwelling unit per 3 acres. I have acquired the satisfactory perc’s from my grandmother’s lot, 

sufficient acreage for RC zoning, and assumed the next action would be to contact a surveyor to 

record the perc’s and eventually subdivide. After the surveyor informed me, it could not be 

subdivided I contacted Heather Kelley, and she informed me up to this point that everything was 

in order and the only thing keeping me from subdividing is the Tier 4 zoning which does not 

allow for major subdivisions. After doing my research and talking with Sue Greer I was informed 

I would need the help of the county commissioner’s office to amend the legislation. As recently 

as 7/28/2023 there was a public hearing on the Watershed Conservation District to include 

Intrafamily Transfers as an exception to the WCD without Amending the required dwelling unit 

acreage (ZTA #22-170) and I am urging you to include Intrafamily Transfers in the Tier 4 

zonings as well.    
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Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Mark Koch

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

LaPlata, MD 20646

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

Charles County Student Transportation Services – Provider Displacement to protect the 24 Charles County student
bus companies, 17 of which are small minority and women owned, from being displaced.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

N/A

Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)



Our 24 community based companies are primarily minority-owned, operate over 358 buses and employ over 450
Charles County bus drivers and attendants. Each year our businesses take a significant financial risk when
purchasing school buses that cost approximately $125,000.00 to $150,000.00. In order to obtain financing, the
Lenders require the School Bus Contractors and their spouses to guarantee financing by using their family homes
and other assets as collateral. The term of most loans is five to six years. This puts the Contractor at risk of losing
their home if the School system terminates a contract within that five to six year time frame. The Contractors are
requesting this legislation as a means of mitigating the above risk. The proposed legislation does not preclude the
School system from providing transportation services in-house. Instead, it ensures the Contractor has the ability to
financially plan for such action and determine an appropriate financial exit strategy.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

The Contractors are requesting this legislation as a means of mitigating the above risk. The proposed legislation
does not preclude the School system from providing transportation services in-house. Instead, it ensures the
Contractor has the ability to financially plan for such action and determine an appropriate financial exit strategy for
both the School Bus Contractor and the Contractor’s bus drivers and attendants.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

All 24 student bus transportation companies, Charles County Chamber of Commerce, Southern MD Small Minority
Chamber of Commerce, NAACP, parent groups, Maryland School Bus Contractors Association

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

Requesting legislation that requires a local jurisdiction/BOE to 1) provide no less than 10 years advance notice of
intent to displace; and, 2) hold a certain public hearing and provide certain public notice no less than five (5) years
before taking any action that results in the displacement of a private person, business, or legal entity that has been
providing student transportation services within the County for that jurisdiction school system. Displacement would
mean the provision of student transportation services by a governing body of a County or the local Board of
Education in a manner that precludes a private person, business or legal entity that has been providing the service
and is licensed ad certified to provide the service from continuing to do so.

Other Information To Note

Of 24 Charles County School Bus Contractors, 17 of the businesses are women-owned, minority owned or women
and minority owned.

Attachment(s)

Displacement Services Document-8-15-24.docx
Cover Letter - Proposed Legislation 8-15-24.docx

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

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



 

 

 

 

 

        August 15, 2024 

VIA ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL 

 

Rueben B. Collins, President  

Charles County Commissioners 

200 Baltimore Street 

La Plata Maryland 20646 

 

Re:  Legislative Proposal; Student Transportation Services; Displacement of 

Provider 

 

Dear Commissioner Collins:   

 

On behalf of the twenty-four (24) independent family owned School Bus Contractors, please find 

attached a legislative proposal designed to equitably address potential displacement of the small 

locally owned businesses who have served the Charles County community for over 90 years.   

 

Our 24 community based companies are primarily minority-owned, operate over 358 buses  and 

employ over 450 Charles County bus drivers and attendants.  Our companies safely transport more 

than 23,000 students each day to and from school and other activities, traveling over 6.2 million 

miles each year, serving the thirty-seven (37) public schools, serving the non-public schools and 

providing out-of-county and special need bus transportation.   The safety of our school children is 

our highest priority.   

Each year our businesses take a significant financial risk when purchasing school buses that cost 

approximately $125,000.00 to $150,000.00.  In order to obtain financing, the Lenders require the 

School Bus Contractors and their spouses to guarantee financing by using their family homes and 

other assets as collateral.  The term of most loans is five to six years.  This puts the Contractor at 
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risk of losing their home if the School system terminates a contract within that five to six year time 

frame.   

The Contractors are requesting this legislation as a means of mitigating the above risk.  The 

proposed legislation does not preclude the School system from providing transportation services 

in-house.  Instead, it ensures the Contractor has the ability to financially plan for such action and 

determine an appropriate financial exit strategy for both the School Bus Contractor and the 

Contractor’s bus drivers and attendants.   

 

Our hope is that you will view the legislation favorable and advance it to the Charles County 

Delegation for review and introduction.  Our businesses are dedicated providing our children a 

quality education from the moment a child steps on the bus until the moment a child returns home. 

We are humbly seeking stability and certainty for our businesses, our employees and our families 

in the provision of this service. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require any additional information or have any 

questions.   

 

       Respectfully, 

 

CHARLES COUNTY SCHOOL BUS  

CONTRACTOR’S ASSOCIATION 

  

 

       Mark Koch, President  

       Mark_Kochtrucking@comcast.net 

       301.751.6874 

 

        

mailto:Mark_Kochtrucking@comcast.net


  

 

Suggested Draft Language for Legislation  

Charles County Student Transportation Services – Provider Displacement  

 
For the Purpose of: 
 
Requesting legislation that requires a local jurisdiction/BOE to 1) provide no 
less than 10 years advance notice of intent to displace; and, 2) hold a 
certain public hearing and provide certain public notice no less than five (5) 
years before taking any action that results in the displacement of a private 
person, business, or legal entity that has been providing student 
transportation services within the County for that jurisdiction school 
system… 
   
Displacement would mean the provision of student transportation services 
by a governing body of a County or the local Board of Education in a 
manner that precludes a private person, business or legal entity that has 
been providing the service and is licensed ad certified to provide the 
service from continuing to do so.    
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To: Danielle E. Mitchell; County Attorney
Subject: *NEW SUBMISSION* Legislative Proposals
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[External Content Warning] This message is from an external sender. Please exercise caution
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Legislative Proposals

Submission #: 3414857

IP Address: 73.129.187.233

Submission Date: 08/19/2024 12:47

Survey Time: 50 minutes, 22 seconds

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

Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Doug Roth

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

2960 Technology Pl Ste 106 Scary Strokes
Suite #106
WALDORF, MD 20601

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

Looking to make Miniature Golf EXEMPT from the Charles County Admissions and Amusement (A&A) tax law and
reduce the tax rate on all other activities in the county that are subjected to the tax from 10% to 1%.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

ARTICLE IV Admissions and Amusement Tax - § 281-5



Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)

10% tax of all gross revenue generated for a mom and pop mini-golf establishment is extremely excessive. Not only
does this prevent us from improving and enhancing the venue for our customers with thousands of dollars spent on
taxes each month, it also strains the customer with in-store purchases. For example, if a couple wants to purchase
two (2) $100 arcade cards, they have to pay $120 with $20 solely for tax. Even a child who wants to buy a one (1)
dollar card or put a dollar of value on an existing card, he/she is charged $1.10 even if they only have $1 in their
pocket. Of course, this tax also effects our bottom line as a business and its ability to just exist.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

We would like to propose that Miniature Golf be EXEMPT in Charles County and reduce all other activities subjected
to the A&A tax down from 10% to 1%. Currently, the tax rate for Charles County is 10% across the board for all types
of Admissions and Recreational businesses. In 2003, Calvert County's tax rate was also established at 10%. 3 years
later in 2006, it dropped to 1% for ALL activities. St Mary's county is 2% for all activities and only 1% for movies.
Bowling Alleys are 100% EXEMPT in the state of Maryland. In Harford County, Miniature Golf is currently EXEMPT. I
would like to propose that miniature golf in Charles County be exempt from the A&A tax and that all other
admissions and amusements be lowered from 10% to 1%.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Sky Zone, Chuck E Cheese, AMC Movie Theater, Bad Axe, Southern Maryland Paintball, White Plains Mini-Golf and
driving range, Action JAXX, R&H Escape Rooms, Smash Pit, ALL independent youth sports leagues in the county (all
football programs, baseball programs, soccer etc..), and any other establishment that is a recreation or implies some
sort of amusement admission.

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

Update ARTICLE IV Admissions and Amusement Tax - § 281-5 to the following: Miniature Golf - EXEMPT ALL other
activities - 1%

Other Information To Note

Attachment(s)

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

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



From: Charles County Government
To: Danielle E. Mitchell; County Attorney
Subject: *NEW SUBMISSION* Legislative Proposals
Date: Tuesday, July 30, 2024 6:10:55 PM

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

Legislative Proposals

Submission #: 3371761

IP Address: 96.255.224.23

Submission Date: 07/30/2024 6:10

Survey Time: 17 minutes, 9 seconds

You have a new online form submission.
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Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

David Martinez

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

Jenkins Law Firm LLC 103 Centennial St.
Ste. K
La Plata, MD 20646

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

To alter the existing Charles County Baseball Stadium by renaming it and by authorizing the sale and consumption of
liquor throughout the stadium rather than only in specified stadium locations.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

AB Section 18-1001.



Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)

See attached letter and statutory markup.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

See attached letter and statutory markup.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Board of License Commissioners for Charles County.

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

See attached letter and statutory markup.

Other Information To Note

A new law went into effect 7/1/24 for Washington County, the site of a new baseball stadium in Hagerstown,
permitting the sale of beer, wine & liquor within a similar facility. (SB853/HB0920) site of a new

Attachment(s)

7.30.24letterDMitchell.pdf

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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July 30. 2024

Dariielle Mitchell. Assistant Deputy County AEtoriley
Charles County Attorney’s Office
200 Baltimore St.
La Plata. MD 20646

Re: Request for inclusion of proposed state legislative change to the
eNiStuig Charles County baseball stadium license in the
2025 Commissioner State Legislative Package.

Dear Mrs. Mitchell:

This office represent Crabs on Deck. LLC. the owner of the baseball club operating in
the county owned Regency Furniture Stadium. Crabs on Deck submits the attached
proposal for the consideration of the Charles County Corn rn ssioners hr inclusion in this
years state e2islutive package. The main requested niodificaiions are to change the name
of the license and to permit the sale and consumption of liquor within the entire stadium.
A copy of the current statute with the proposed statule markup is attjched.
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2024 Legislative Proposal on behalf of Crabs on Deck, LLC

Proposal: To alter the existing Basebalt stadium beer, wine and liquor license in Charles

County to be a multi-use sports and events faciuty beer, wine, and liquor ticense;

authorizing the License holder to sefl beer, wine, and liquor for on-premises consumption

throughout the multi-use sports and events facility.

AB § 18-1001. Baseball stadium license.

(a) There is a Class B-FULT -JSE SPORTS A\D EVENTS FACILITY SJun

stat4nm) bee wine. and icuar lcense.

(b) The Board may issue tne license to:

(1) the owner of a orofes&ona team ‘anchise wbet-ier the rarchise is a oartnesbip,

corporation. or limited liability company; or

(2) a private concess-or,aire that sunder cor:ractwitn the county Or a professiona,

baseball team franchise.

(c)

(1) The license authorizes the license holder to sell beer, wine, and liquor on the premises

of a MULTi-USE SPORTS AND EVENt FACILITYbasebaR-stad-ittm owned or operated by the

county to individuals present at AN [EVENT_i baseb-il-gante-or-othertve-rtt-he1d at the

s-ead1-ti-m-r MULTI-USE SPORTS AND EVENT FACILITY.

(2)

(I) Except as provided in subparagraph (ii) of this paragraph, beer, wine, arid liquor shafl be

served in plastic, Stymfoam or paper DR OTHER NON-GLASS containers on the stadium

premises -

(ii) Beer, wine, and iqbor may be served in glass containers in ar enc(csed stadium dining

area in whicn patrons are seated.

(3)A pa:ron

(ij may consume and carry beer. -nnd wine AND LIQUOR anywhere on the stadium

oen,;ses,:-bffi

(ii)

iui ic kqzui ui l nc I cnjoed std. dg ‘p 0’ p,,



2;-itiay-nsttsrry-Uttim-ett-&-thc cncesed stad+t-fm-dhtintaremor-barr

(4) The license holder may not allow an individual to carry alcoholic beverages onto or from

the licensed premises.

(ci) Except as provided in regulations adopted undersubsection (e) of this section, the

license holder may seLl beer, wine, and liquor during the hours and days as set out for a

Class B beer, wine, and liquor license under § 18-2004 of this title.

(e) The Board may adopt reguLations relatingto:

(1) the manner of serving alcoholic beverages;

(2) the number of outlets authohzed to serve alcoholic beverages; and

(3) the hours and days of sale.

(f) The annual license tee is $2,200.

History

An. Code 1957, art. 2B, § 6-201(j)(9); 2016, ch. 8, § 5; oh. 41, § 2.
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Legislative Proposals

Submission #: 3410494
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Submission Date: 08/16/2024 12:47

Survey Time: 7 minutes, 23 seconds

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

Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Kathleen Quade

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

Contact Person Address

La Plata, MD 20646

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

Eliminate the requirement for an applicant for an alcohol license in Charles County to submit with their application a
petition of residents in favor of said application from the election district of the requested establishment address.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

MD Alcoholic Beverages and Cannabis Code Ann 4-110

Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)



Some election districts may cover as much as 40 miles from the proposed site for the alcohol license establishment
address. Part of Election District 1 is Cobb Island to Hughesville; part of Election District 2 is Waldorf to Nanjemoy;
the areas are nowhere near each other. As reviewed, many of the names and signatures on a petition are merely
family members of the applicant or multiple family members from one or two households close to the proposed
establishment. Petitions are not necessarily in line with the proposed establishment.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

Remove the requirement for the petition in totality from the Code for Charles County.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Board of License Commissioners for Charles County.

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

Says provide draft language if you have it. However, you require this block to be filled in in order to submit so I have
filled it in with this statement.

Other Information To Note

Attachment(s)

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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Public Hearing Comment Form

Questions or More Information 301-645-0555

This form should be used to submit legislative proposals for amendments, additions, or deletions to the Charles
County Code or State of Maryland Code. Please submit the completed form online, or print and mail to: County
Attorney’s Office, 200 Baltimore Street, La Plata, Maryland 20646. Please attach responses to questions that
require additional space to answer and indicate the question number on the attachment.

Contact Person Name

Kathleen Quade

Contact Person Email

Contact Person Phone

(

Contact Person Address

La Plata, MD 20646

Proposal Summary (Describe proposal in 1 sentence)

Eliminate the requirement for publication two times in two successive weeks in two local newspapers (unless only
one exists) prior to the Charles County Board of License Commissioners considering approval of an alcoholic license
application.

Code References (List any sections/chapters of the Charles County or State Code that you believe would be
impacted by the proposal, if known)

MD Alcoholic Beverages and Cannabis Code Ann. 4-208



Problem (Describe the problem the proposal addresses)

Charles County has it's own Government ebsite that includes all public notifications of meetings and hearings.
Additionally, Charles County has it's own social media page that includes notifications of meetings and hearings.
Posting in a newspaper is a duplication of effort that is no longer required.

Solution (Explain how the proposal addresses the problem).

Eliminate the requirement for newspaper posting of Alcoholic Beverage Licenesing agendas including all hearings
and meetings.

Organizational Support (List any organizations that would likely be in support of the proposal, even if not
confirmed).

Board of License Commissioners for Charles County.

Proposed Draft Language (Provide draft language for the legislation if you have it).

Says provide draft language if you have it. However, you require this block to be filled in in order to submit so I have
filled it in with this statement.

Other Information To Note

Attachment(s)

Thank you,
Charles County, MD

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



Charles County Police Accountability Board 
Legislative Proposals – 2025 General Assembly Session 
 
 
The Police Reform Act of 2021, codified at Maryland Annotated Code, Public Safety Article, Title 3, 

Subtitle 1 (the "Act"), requires that the Police Accountability Board (“PAB”) for each county submit a 

report to the governing body of the county by December 31 for each year that, among other things, 

makes recommendations on changes to policy that would improve police accountability in the County. 

The PAB annual report submitted for calendar year 2023 included three recommendations that require 

changes to the Maryland Code.  Please consider the recommendations below for inclusion in the 2025 

legislative proposal package to the Charles County Delegation.   

• Amend Md. Code Ann. Public Safety Art. § 3-106(a)&(h) to allow the trial board process to be 

established by the ACC, and to allow the trial board case to be brought on behalf of the ACC. 

• Amend Md. Code Ann. Public Safety Art. § 3-104(d) to clarify that vehicle collisions are not eligible for 

the ACC determination absent personal injury and a complaint filed by the member of the public. 

• Amend Md. Public Safety Code Ann. § 3-105 to include a prohibition on inclusion of the position of the 

chief of the law enforcement agency in the offer of discipline until such time as the officer has declined 

the offer of discipline. 

 



 

 

Md. Public Safety Code Ann. § 3-106 

 Current through all acts of the 2024 Regular Session  

 

Michie’s™ Annotated Code of Maryland  >  Public Safety (Titles 1 — 15)  >  Title 3. Law 

Enforcement. (Subts. 1 — 7)  >  Subtitle 1. Police Accountability and Discipline. (§§ 3-101 — 3-114) 

 

§ 3-106. Trial board process — Members — Training on police procedures — 

Open to public — Oaths and subpoenas — Trial board hearing — Burden of 

proof — Discipline for cause only — Finality. 
 
 

(a)   

(1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsection, each law enforcement 

agencyAdministrative Charging Commitee shall establish a trial board process in accordance with this 

section to adjudicate all matters for which a police officer is subject to discipline. 

(2)  A small law enforcement agency may use the trial board process of another law enforcement 

agency by mutual agreement. 

(b)  (1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsection, a trial board shall be composed of: 

(i)  an actively serving or retired administrative law judge or a retired judge of the District Court or a 

circuit court, appointed by the chief executive officer of the county; 

(ii)  a civilian who is not a member of an administrative charging committee, appointed by the county’s 

police accountability board; and 

(iii)  a police officer of equal rank to the police officer who is accused of misconduct appointed by the 

head of the law enforcement agency. 

(2)   

(i)  This paragraph may not be construed to apply to the Baltimore Police Department. 

(ii)  A trial board for a statewide or bi-county law enforcement agency shall be composed of: 

1.  an actively serving or retired administrative law judge appointed by the Chief 

Administrative Law Judge of the Maryland Office of Administrative Hearings; 

2.  a civilian who is not a member of an administrative charging committee or the Maryland 

Police Training and Standards Commission, appointed by the police accountability board 

for the county where the alleged misconduct occurred; and 

3.  a police officer of equal rank to the police officer who is accused of misconduct 

appointed by the head of the law enforcement agency. 

(c)  The actively serving or retired administrative law judge or the retired judge of the District Court or a 

circuit court shall: 

(1)  be the chair of the trial board; 

(2)  be responsible for ruling on all motions before the trial board; and 

(3)  prepare the written decision of the trial board, including the findings, conclusions, and 

recommendations of the trial board. 

https://advance.lexis.com/api/document?collection=statutes-legislation&id=urn:contentItem:65V7-FWX3-GXF6-81N4-00000-00&context=1000516
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Md. Public Safety Code Ann. § 3-106 

   

(d)  Before serving as a member of a trial board, an individual shall receive training on matters relating to 

police procedures from the Maryland Police Training and Standards Commission. 

(e)  Proceedings of a trial board shall be open to the public, except to protect: 

(1)  a victim’s identity; 

(2)  the personal privacy of an individual; 

(3)  a child witness; 

(4)  medical records; 

(5)  the identity of a confidential source; 

(6)  an investigative technique or procedure; or 

(7)  the life or physical safety of an individual. 

(f)  A trial board may administer oaths and issue subpoenas as necessary to complete its work. 

(g)  A complainant has the right to be notified of a trial board hearing and, except as provided in subsection 

(e) of this section, the right to attend a trial board hearing. 

(h)  Except as otherwise provided in this subtitle, the Administrative Charging Committeea law enforcement 

agency has the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence in any proceeding under this subtitle. 

(i)  A police officer may be disciplined only for cause. 

(j)  Within 45 days after the final hearing by a trial board, the trial board shall issue a written decision 

reflecting the findings, conclusions, and recommendations of a majority of the trial board. 

(k)   

(1)  Within 30 days after the date of issuance of a decision of a trial board, the decision may be 

appealed by the police officer: 

(i)  if the trial board is from a local law enforcement agency, to the circuit court of the county in 

which the law enforcement agency is located; 

(ii)  if the trial board is from a bi-county law enforcement agency, to a circuit court in a county in 

which the incident that gave rise to the disciplinary proceeding occurred; and 

(iii)  if the trial board is from a statewide law enforcement agency, to the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County. 

(2)  An appeal taken under this subsection shall be on the record. 

(l)  A trial board decision is final unless appealed by a police officer under subsection (k) of this section. 

History 
 
 

 

2021, ch. 59, § 3; 2022, ch. 141, § 2. 

Annotations 

 

Effect of amendments. — 

Acts 2022, ch. 141, § 2, effective July 1, 2022, added “all” in (a)(1); rewrote (b); added (c); redesignated former (c) 

through (h) as (d) through (i); substituted “subsection (e)” for “subsection (d)” in (g); added (j); redesignated former (i) 

as (k); substituted “police officer” for “employee” in the introductory language of (k)(1); added (k)(1)(ii); redesignated 

https://advance.lexis.com/api/document?collection=statutes-legislation&id=urn:contentItem:62V7-78V1-JB2B-S4FT-00000-00&context=1000516
https://advance.lexis.com/api/document?collection=statutes-legislation&id=urn:contentItem:65DX-G1F1-F1H1-20BC-00000-00&context=1000516
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former (k)(1)(ii) as (k)(1)(iii); deleted “or bi-county” following “statewide” in (k)(1)(iii); redesignated former (j) as (l); and 

made a related change. 

When charges have been “filed.” —  

Police department’s (department) administrative charges against police officers were not timely filed within one year 

because (1) charges were “filed” when signed by the police commissioner’s designee to protect officers from charges 

being dangled indefinitely over their heads, (2) this was not inconsistent with the department’s practice, (3) deeming 

charges filed on verbal approval alone did not provide the formality needed to review statutory compliance, (4) the 

department’s statutory interpretation based on conclusory litigation affidavits was entitled to little deference, and (5) 

the charges were not filed within the required time period.  Balt. Police Dep't v. Brooks, 247 Md. App. 193, 233 A.3d 

288, 2020 Md. App. LEXIS 770 (2020). 

 
Michie’s™ Annotated Code of Maryland 
Copyright © 2024 All rights reserved. 
 

 
End of Document 
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Md. Public Safety Code Ann. § 3-104 

 Current through all acts of the 2024 Regular Session  

 

Michie’s™ Annotated Code of Maryland  >  Public Safety (Titles 1 — 15)  >  Title 3. Law 

Enforcement. (Subts. 1 — 7)  >  Subtitle 1. Police Accountability and Discipline. (§§ 3-101 — 3-114) 

 

§ 3-104. Administrative charging committee — Statewide committee — 

Training on police procedures — Investigative files forwarded to committee 

— Meetings — Confidentiality. 
 
 

(a)   

(1)  Each county shall have one administrative charging committee to serve countywide law 

enforcement agencies and local law enforcement agencies within the county. 

(2)  A county administrative charging committee shall be composed of: 

(i)  the chair of the county’s police accountability board, or another member of the accountability 

board designated by the chair of the accountability board; 

(ii)  two civilian members selected by the county’s police accountability board; and 

(iii)  two civilian members selected by the chief executive officer of the county. 

(b)   

(1)  There shall be at least one statewide administrative charging committee to serve statewide and bi-

county law enforcement agencies. 

(2)  A statewide administrative charging committee shall be composed of: 

(i)  three civilian members appointed by the Governor; 

(ii)  one civilian member appointed by the President of the Senate; and 

(iii)  one civilian member appointed by the Speaker of the House. 

(c)  Before serving as a member of an administrative charging committee, an individual shall receive 

training on matters relating to police procedures from the Maryland Police Training and Standards 

Commission. 

(d)  

 (i) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsection, oOn completion of an investigation of a 

complaint of police misconduct involving a member of the public and a police officer, regardless of whether 

the complaint originated from within the law enforcement agency or from an external source, the law 

enforcement agency shall forward to the appropriate administrative charging committee the investigatory 

files for the matter. 

(ii) An administrative charging committee shall not be forwarded the investigatory file of a complaint of 

police misconduct involving a member of the public for vehicle collisions unless the complaint is filed by an 

external source and alleges physical injury to the member of the public resulting from the vehicle collision.   

(e)  An administrative charging committee shall: 
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(1)  review the findings of a law enforcement agency’s investigation conducted and forwarded in 

accordance with subsection (d) of this section; 

(2)  make a determination that the police officer who is subject to investigation shall be: 

(i)  administratively charged; or 

(ii)  not administratively charged; 

(3)  if the police officer is charged, recommend discipline in accordance with the law enforcement 

agency’s disciplinary matrix established in accordance with § 3-105 of this subtitle; 

(4)  review any body camera footage that may be relevant to the matters covered in the complaint of 

misconduct; 

(5)  authorize a police officer called to appear before an administrative charging committee to be 

accompanied by a representative; 

(6)  issue a written opinion that describes in detail its findings, determinations, and recommendations; 

and 

(7)  forward the written opinion to the chief of the law enforcement agency, the police officer, and the 

complainant. 

(f)  In executing its duties in accordance with subsection (e) of this section, an administrative charging 

committee may: 

(1)  request information or action from the law enforcement agency that conducted the investigation, 

including requiring additional investigation and the issuance of subpoenas; 

(2)  if the police officer is not administratively charged, make a determination that: 

(i)  the allegations against the police officer are unfounded; or 

(ii)  the police officer is exonerated; and 

(3)  record, in writing, any failure of supervision that caused or contributed to a police officer’s 

misconduct. 

(g)  An administrative charging committee shall meet once per month or as needed. 

(h)  A member of an administrative charging committee shall maintain confidentiality relating to a matter 

being considered by the administrative charging committee until final disposition of the matter. 

History 
 
 

 

2021, ch. 59, § 3; 2022, ch. 141, § 2. 

Annotations 

Notes 
 
 

Effect of amendments. — 

Acts 2022, ch. 141, § 2, effective July 1, 2022, substituted “complaint of police misconduct involving a member of the 

public and a police officer, regardless of whether the complaint originated from within the law enforcement agency or 

from an external source” for “complaint made by a member of the public against a police officer” in (d). 
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Md. Public Safety Code Ann. § 3-105 

 Current through all acts of the 2024 Regular Session  

 

Michie’s™ Annotated Code of Maryland  >  Public Safety (Titles 1 — 15)  >  Title 3. Law 

Enforcement. (Subts. 1 — 7)  >  Subtitle 1. Police Accountability and Discipline. (§§ 3-101 — 3-114) 

 

§ 3-105. Model uniform disciplinary matrix — Adoption. 
 
 

(a)  The Maryland Police Training and Standards Commission shall develop and adopt, by regulation, a 

model uniform disciplinary matrix for use by each law enforcement agency in the State. 

(b)  Each law enforcement agency shall adopt the uniform State disciplinary matrix for all matters that may 

result in discipline of a police officer. 

(c)   

(1)  Within 15 days after an administrative charging committee issues an administrative charge against 

a police officer, the chief of the law enforcement agency shall offer discipline to the police officer who 

has been administratively charged in accordance with the disciplinary matrix. 

(2)  The chief may offer the same discipline that was recommended by the administrative charging 

committee or a higher degree of discipline within the applicable range of the disciplinary matrix, but 

may not deviate below the discipline recommended by the administrative charging committee. The 

chief shall not provide the police officer with documentation of a recommendation by the chief for 

discipline that is below the discipline recommended by an administrative charging committee. 

(3)  If the police officer accepts the chief’s offer of discipline, then the offered discipline shall be 

imposed. 

(4)  If the police officer does not accept the chief’s offer of discipline, then the matter shall be referred 

to a trial board. 

(5)  At least 30 days before a trial board proceeding begins, the police officer shall be: 

(i)  provided a copy of the investigatory record; 

(ii)  notified of the charges against the police officer; and 

(iii)  notified of the disciplinary action being recommended. 

History 
 
 

 

2021, ch. 59, § 3; 2022, ch. 141, § 2. 

Annotations 

Notes 
 
 

Effect of amendments. —  
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Charles County Government Central Services Division  
Legislative Proposal– 2025 General Assembly Session 
 
Charles County Government employs special police officers through its Central Services Division. The 
special police officers provide security services upon county-owned property. The purpose of the 
legislative proposal is to amend §3-303 and §3-307 of the Public Safety Article of the Maryland Code to 
expand the scope of the commission of the special police officers to allow for them to exercise their 
police powers in furtherance of maintaining the safety and security of elected officials and other county 
employees, wherever they may be present in the county. 
 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT: 

Md. Code, Pub. Safety § 3-303 
Section 3-303 - Entities authorized to apply for appointment of special police officers; qualifications of 
applicants 
 
(a) The following entities may apply for the appointment of special police officers for the following 

purposes: 

(1) a municipal corporation, county, or other governmental body of the State, in order to protect 

elected officials and employees of the governmental body, and property owned, leased, or regularly 

used by the governmental body or any of its units; 

(2) another state, or subdivision or unit of another state, that has an interest in property located 

wholly or partly in this State, in order to protect the property; 

(3) a college, university, or public school system in the State, in order to protect its property or 

students; or 

(4) a person that exists and functions for a legal business purpose, in order to protect its business 

property. 

(b) The applicant for a commission shall be at least 18 years old. 

(c) 

(1) This subsection does not apply to an applicant for an initial commission who, within 5 years prior 

to application, has: 

(i) completed a basic training course for police officers approved by the Secretary in consultation 

with the Maryland Police Training and Standards Commission; 

(ii) completed a basic training course for police officers similar to the course described in item (i) 

of this paragraph in another state or for the federal government; 

(iii) separated from a law enforcement agency in good standing; or 

(iv) completed training approved by the Maryland Police Training and Standards Commission for 

a special police officer at a State institution of higher education. 



(2) An applicant for an initial commission shall complete a training course approved by the Secretary 

in consultation with the Maryland Police Training and Standards Commission consisting of at least 80 

hours of instruction, including instruction on: 

(i) criminal law; 
(ii) constitutional procedural requirements relating to search, seizure, and arrest; and 
(iii) the appropriate use of force. 
 

Md. Code, Pub. Safety § 3-307 
Section 3-307 - Scope of commission 
 
(a) Each special police officer shall protect and preserve peace and good order on the property described 

in the application for the commission. 

(b) A special police officer may: 

(1) arrest individuals who trespass or commit offenses on the property described in the application 

for the commission; 

(2) exercise the powers of a police officer on the property described in the application for the 

commission; 

(3) exercise the powers of a police officer in a county or municipal corporation of the State in 

connection with the care, custody, and protection of elected officials, employees and other property 

of the governmental body or entity that requested the appointment of the special police officer or 

other property, real or personal, for which the governmental body or entity has assumed an 

obligation to maintain or protect; and 

(4) direct and control traffic on public highways and roads in the immediate vicinity of the property 

described in the application for the commission in order to facilitate the orderly movement of traffic 

to and from the property, if the Secretary approves of this activity in advance. 

(c) 

(1) A special police officer may make an arrest or issue a traffic citation for a violation of the 

Maryland Vehicle Law or any other State or local traffic law or regulation only if the special police 

officer: 

(i) has a probationary or permanent appointment as a security officer or is a member of an 

industrial police force; and 

(ii) has completed the basic training course for police officers as established by the Maryland 

Police Training and Standards Commission in accordance with Subtitle 2 of this title. 

(2) A special police officer may exercise the power described in paragraph (1) of this subsection only 

on the property of the special police officer's employer as described in the application for the 

commission, unless the special police officer is in active pursuit for the purpose of immediate 

apprehension. 

 



 

Charles County Government 
Office of the County Attorney/Clerk to the Board of County Commissioners 
Legislative Proposals – 2025 General Assembly Session 
 
The Charles County Gaming Permit Review Committee is established by the Title 13 Criminal Law Article 
of the Ann. Code of Maryland and Charles County Code, Chapter 240.  The Committee consists of 7 
members appointed by, and serving at the pleasure of the County Commissioners. The Committee is 
charged with reviewing applications for permits for certain gaming activities that constitute ‘gaming 
events’ and make recommendations for approval or denial to the County Commissioners.  
 
Applications for lesser types of gaming activities - where there is no prize in excess of $999, nor 
apparatus used to conduct the event (i.e., raffles, pull-tabs, small 50/50’s, etc.), are not required to be 
approved by the Committee. The Clerk to the Charles County Gaming Permit Review Committee reviews 
all lesser permit applications for sufficiency and compliance with all applicable laws and regulations and 
forwards them to the Commissioner President for approval.  The Clerk is an administrative employee of 
the Office of the County Attorney.   
 
For several years, the only gaming permits being issued by the county are for gaming activities with 
prizes valued under $999, and so the Gaming Committee has not convened. Because of the proliferation 
of other gaming options in the area (i.e. MGM National Harbor, sports betting, etc.), it is not anticipated 
that the local gaming activities of qualifying organizations will increase, leaving the volunteer members of 
the Committee without a meaningful objective.   The recommendation of staff is to remove the 
requirement for applications for a permit to be made to the Committee, and instead manage the process 
administratively.  The following changes to the Maryland Code are needed to effectuate such a change.  

Md. Criminal Law Code Ann. § 13-1101 

 Current through all acts of the 2024 Regular Session  

 

Michie’s™ Annotated Code of Maryland  >  Criminal Law (Titles 1 — 14)  >  Title 13. Gaming — 

Local Provisions. (Subts. 1 — 26)  >  Subtitle 11. Charles County. (§§ 13-1101 — 13-1115) 

 

§ 13-1101. Definitions. 
 
 

(a)  In this subtitle the following words have the meanings indicated. 

(b)  “Board” means the Charles County Gaming Permit Review Board. 

(bc)  “County commissioners” means the Board of County Commissioners of Charles County. 

(cd)  “Fundraising organization” means an incorporated or unincorporated bona fide: 

(1)  religious organization; 

(2)  fraternal organization; 

(3)  civic organization; 

(4)  war veterans’ organization; 

(5)  charitable organization; 

(6)  volunteer fire company; 

(7)  rescue squad; or 

https://advance.lexis.com/api/document?collection=statutes-legislation&id=urn:contentItem:63SM-VTV1-DYB7-W2RS-00000-00&context=1000516


 

 

(8)  ambulance company. 

(de)   

(1)  “Gaming device” means a mechanism for playing a game of chance. 

(2)  “Gaming device” includes a paddle wheel, wheel of fortune, and chance book. 

(3)  “Gaming device” does not include bingo, a slot machine, or other gaming device that is otherwise 

regulated by State law. 

(ef)   

(1)  “Gaming event” means an event involving a game of chance. 

(2)  “Gaming event” includes: 

(i)  a carnival; 

(ii)  a bazaar; and 

(iii)  a raffle involving prizes of cash exceeding $1,000 or merchandise with a cash equivalent 

exceeding $1,000. 

(3)  “Gaming event” does not include bingo. 

(fg)  “Gaming permit” means a permit to operate a gaming device at a gaming event that the county 

commissioners issue under this subtitle. 

(gh)  “Person” includes a joint interest held by two or more persons. 

(hi)  “Representative” means a person who has been a bona fide member of a fundraising organization or 

educational organization for at least 1 year before the date of a gaming permit application by the 

fundraising organization or educational organization. 

§ 13-1103. Authority of county commissioners. 
 
 

The county commissioners may: 

(1)  designate the types of gaming devices that may be operated in the county; 

(2)  set fees for gaming permits issued under this subtitle; 

(3)  set salaries and funding for the board and the board’s clerk, legal counsel, and support staff; 

(4)  approve or deny gaming permit applications; 

(5)  investigate persons involved in gaming events and examine records of fundraising organizations 

with respect to gaming events; 

(6)  delegate its powers and duties under this subtitle to the County Attorneyboard; and 

(7)  adopt regulations to carry out this subtitle. 

 

§ 13-1104. Gaming Permit Review Board. 

§ 13-1104. Gaming Permit Review Board. 

(a) There is a Charles County Gaming Permit Review Board. 

(b) 

(1) The board consists of seven members. 

(2) Of the seven members of the board: 

(i) one shall be a member of the county sheriff’s office; 
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(ii) one shall be a member of the Department of State Police; 

(iii) one shall be a member of a fundraising organization in the county; 

(iv) one shall be an individual with background and experience in finance; and 

(v) three shall be members at large. 

(3) Each member at large: 

(i) shall be a member of the general public; 

(ii) may not be a member of a fundraising organization or otherwise be subject to regulation by the 

board; 

(iii) may not, within 1 year before appointment, have had a financial interest in or have received 

compensation from a person regulated by the board; and 

(iv) may not, while a member of the board, have a financial interest in or receive compensation from a 

person regulated by the board. 

(4) Each member of the board shall be a resident of the county. 

(5) The board shall select a chairperson from among its members, to serve the term that the board 

sets. 

(c) 

(1) The term of a member is 4 years. 

(2) The terms of members are staggered as required by the terms provided for members of the board 

on October 1, 2002. 

(3) At the end of a term, a member continues to serve until a successor is appointed and qualifies. 

(4) A member who is appointed after a term has begun serves only for the rest of the term and until a 

successor is appointed and qualifies. 

(d) The board may recommend to the county commissioners: 

(1) the types of gaming devices that may be operated in the county; 

(2) approval or denial of a gaming permit; and 

(3) modifications of the county gaming regulations and procedures. 

(e) The board shall: 

(1) review at least quarterly gaming permit applications; 

(2) review gaming regulations and permit procedures; 

(3) keep a list of all approved lessors of gaming devices and premises for gaming events; 

(4) keep a record of the gaming permits that the board has reviewed; and 

(5) undertake the other duties regarding gaming regulation that the county commissioners delegate. 

(f) As the county commissioners consider appropriate, the county commissioners shall provide for the 

board a clerk, legal counsel, supplies, and funding. 

(g) The county commissioners may pay salaries to the members of the board. 

 

 

§ 13-11045. Bingo and gaming events generally prohibited. 
Except as otherwise provided in this subtitle, a person may not conduct bingo or a gaming event in the county. 
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§ 13-11056. Gaming event — In general. 
 
 

(a)  A gaming event may be conducted only by a fundraising organization that has been located in the 

county for at least 5 years before applying for a gaming permit. 

(b)  A fundraising organization shall obtain a gaming permit for each gaming event that the fundraising 

organization conducts. 

(c)   

(1)  At least 30 days before the first day of the calendar quarter in which the gaming event is to be 

conducted, a fundraising organization seeking a gaming permit shall submit to the board county 

attorney an application and the application fee. 

(2)  The application shall contain the following: 

(i)  the name of the fundraising organization; 

(ii)  a statement that the fundraising organization qualifies to conduct a gaming event under this 

subtitle; 

(iii)  the dates, times, and location of the gaming event; 

(iv)  the name, address, and telephone number of the representative responsible for the gaming 

event; 

(v)  a roster of the current membership of the fundraising organization that includes names, ages, 

and addresses; 

(vi)  a statement that: 

1.  an agreement does not exist for sharing the proceeds of the gaming event with any other 

person; and 

2.  no person other than the fundraising organization or its representative may receive any 

proceeds of the gaming event except to further the purposes of the fundraising organization; 

and 

(vii)  any other information that the board county attorney considers necessary or helpful. 

(3)  A principal officer of the fundraising organization shall sign and verify the application under the 

penalties of perjury. 

(d)  The county commissioners may set a reasonable application fee for a gaming permit. 

(e)   

(1)  The county attorneyboard shall: 

(i)  review the gaming permit applications for a calendar quarter within 10 days after the application 

deadline set in subsection (c)(1) of this section; 

(ii)  recommend approval or denial of each application; and 

(iii)  promptly forward the applications and recommendations to the county commissioners. 

(2)  The county commissioners shall: 

(i)  review the applications and recommendations; 

(ii)  approve or disapprove each application within 15 days after the application deadline set in 

subsection (c) (1) of this section; 

(iii)  promptly notify each applicant of the county commissioners’ action on the application; and 

(iv)  issue a gaming permit for each approved application. 
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(3)  This section does not prevent the board county attorney or the county commissioners from 

reviewing gaming permit applications more frequently or earlier than required by this subsection. 

 

§ 13-11067. Gaming event — Permit. 
The gaming permit shall include: 

(1) the name of the fundraising organization; 
(2) the nature of the approved gaming event; 

(3) the dates, times, and location of the approved gaming event; 

(4) the gaming devices to be operated at the gaming event; and 

(5) the name of the representative responsible for the approved gaming event. 

 

§ 13-11078. Gaming event — Conduct. 
 
 

(a)   

(1)  A gaming event may be conducted only in accordance with this subtitle. 

(2)  A gaming device may only be managed or operated by a representative of the fundraising 

organization named in the gaming permit for the gaming event. 

(3)  A professional gaming operator may not manage, operate, or assist in the management or 

operation of a gaming device. 

(4)  A person may not receive any commission, salary, reward, tip, or other compensation for managing 

or operating a gaming device at a gaming event. 

(5)  A minor may not participate in a gaming event. 

(6)  A fundraising organization may lease gaming devices or premises for a gaming event only from a 

fundraising organization that the board approves. 

(7)   

(i)  A lease agreement of gaming devices or premises for a gaming event shall be priced on the 

basis of fair market value of the equipment or premises. 

(ii)  A lease agreement may not include a provision for sharing profit from a gaming event with a 

lessor or a provision that reasonably may be interpreted to provide for sharing profit from a gaming 

event. 

(8)  A fundraising organization may not conduct more than three gaming events during a calendar 

quarter. 

(9)   

(i)  A fundraising organization may not conduct a gaming event under a single gaming permit for a 

period greater than 48 hours. 

(ii)  The actual gaming time may not exceed 24 hours in that 48-hour period, which may be divided 

into not more than two separate gaming periods. 

(iii)  Notwithstanding subparagraph (i) of this paragraph, a fundraising organization that conducts a 

gaming event at the Charles County Fair in conjunction with the Charles County Fair Board may 

conduct the gaming event under a single gaming permit for more than 48 hours, subject to 

regulations that the county commissioners adopt on recommendation of the board. 

(b)   



 

 

(1)  A fundraising organization that has conducted a gaming event shall submit a report to the board 

county attorney within 30 days after the end of the calendar quarter in which the gaming event was 

conducted. 

(2)  The report shall contain: 

(i)  the name of the fundraising organization; 

(ii)  the number of the gaming permit; 

(iii)  the date of the gaming event; 

(iv)  the date, amount, nature, source, and recipient of each receipt and expenditure associated 

with the gaming event, in the format that the board prescribes; 

(v)  a separate list of the date, amount, and recipient of each charitable donation from the 

proceeds; 

(vi)  the name, age, address, and date of membership of each representative who managed, 

operated, or assisted in the operation or management of a gaming device at the gaming event; 

(vii)  a statement that each listed representative qualified as a representative under § 13-1101(i) of 

this subtitle at the time of the gaming event; 

(viii)  a statement that: 

1.  an agreement does not exist and has not existed for sharing the proceeds of a gaming 

event with any other person; and 

2.  only the fundraising organization or its representative has received or will receive any 

proceeds of the gaming event, except to further the purposes of the fundraising organization; 

and 

(ix)  any other information that the board county attorney considers necessary or helpful. 

(3)  A principal officer of the fundraising organization shall sign and verify the report under the penalties 

of perjury. 

(c)  A fundraising organization that conducts a gaming event shall maintain accurate records of each 

transaction concerning the gaming event, and shall keep the records available for examination by the board 

county attorney and the county commissioners for 3 years after the gaming event. 

 

§ 13-11089. Bingo. 

 

§ 13-11910. Management of bingo and gaming events. 

 

§ 13-111011. Use of proceeds. 

 

§ 13-11112. Donation to Fair Board allowed. 

 

§ 13-11123. Penalty. 

 

§ 13-11134. Disqualification after violation. 

 

§ 13-11145. Effect of other law  

 

 













Commissioner President Collins 
MD General Assembly 2025 Session 
 

1. Public-Private Partnership for School Construction  
A proposal to seek state funding to support a public-private partnership under Md Code Education Art. 

§4-126-Alternative Financing Methods. The funding is intended to offset the space needs challenges 

posed by the expansion of full day prekindergarten under the Blueprint. The Blueprint for Maryland’s 

Future emphasizes equitable early education opportunities, however, financial relief is needed to 

combat the extensive burden on the County for funding new school construction and renovations.  

2. County Sidewalk Program 

A proposal to enhance the walkability of the Waldorf Urban Redevelopment Corridor to include the 

Leonardtown/Old Washington Roads, and the towns of Indian Head and La Plata. This proposal seeks 

funding for sidewalk upgrades that would be prioritized based upon economic development potential. 

The goal is to emphasize and improve the county’s network of sidewalks. 

3. Urban Bike Trail 

A proposal to connect the existing Indian Head Rail Trail to various destination on or near the Potomac 

River and points north, terminating at National Harbor. 

4. Ferry Service 

A proposal to commit state resources to the development of a ferry service connecting Indian Head to 

National Harbor and Alexandria, VA.  The ferry will provide an alternative for Charles County residents 

who are commuters, lessening the traffic congestion on MD Route 210.  This may also spur economic 

development opportunities for Charles County. 

5. Blighted Property 

A proposal for enabling legislation to establish a classification of real property known as “blighted 

property” defined as property whose condition poses a risk to the safety and health of the public due to 

neglect and deterioration, in order to implement a higher property tax rate on that class of properties. 

This proposal will incentivize timely repair or redevelopment of the blighted properties. Adjacent 

property values are negatively impacted due to blighted properties. Additionally, blighted and 

abandoned properties attract rodents, squatters, and other forms of nuisance; they may quickly become 

a health and safety concern for the community 

The proposal includes mapping the location of the properties subject to the higher tax rate to determine 

if they are also located in Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG) Equity Emphasis 

Areas, which are defined as small geographic areas that have significant concentrations of low-income, 

minority populations, or both. If the properties are in EEAs, we may determine a mechanism to reinvest 

additional property tax collected back into the affected area. Exemptions to the higher tax rate may 

apply, to include an active construction permit, or other “hardship” considerations. There will be an 

appeal process whereby property owners may challenge the property’s status as blighted or claim a 

hardship exemption. 

6. Youth Mentoring Program to Combat Violence 



 

A proposal seeking state funding to establish a mentorship program designed to reduce violent acts 

committed by and against the youth of Charles County.    

7. Real-Time Crime Centers 

A proposal seeking state funding to create real-time crime centers that provide law enforcement with 

the needed technology to centralize data, surveillance, and intelligence from multiple sources. Real-time 

crime centers leverage video technology, such as Automated License Plate Readers (ALPR) and cameras 

found at local businesses and residences, to supplement law enforcement efforts in preventing and 

interrupting crimes as they occur. 

8. Mural Project 

A proposal seeking state funding to support the creation of murals throughout the county.  As part of 

the program, areas will be identified by the county for murals to be painted by Charles County youth.  

9. Youth App Competition 

A proposal seeking state funding to support the creation of a competition geared toward developing 

apps by youth that improve a service or issue found in county government. Youth competitors would be 

eligible for cash awards for their participation. 

10. Affordable Housing Trust Fund 

A proposal seeking state funding to assist with the creation of a housing trust fund to promote and 

support equitable and affordable rental and for-sale housing opportunities throughout the county. 

Funding would be available for rental assistance, homeownership, home improvements and other 

affordable housing opportunities in support of low- and moderate-income households. 


	A.Cover 2025
	B.2025 Package
	A.Robin Woods.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	B.gloria.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	C.Amendment to the Maryland Homeowners Association Act  7-24-2024 (002)
	E.South Hampton Townhouse ByLaws  -  07-01-2024 (002)
	F.South Hampton Townhouse ByLaws  -  07-01-2024 (002)
	G.List of SHTHOA Advocating for the Amendment (002)
	h.2024 Proposed Annual Budget for South Hampton Homeowners Association (002)
	I.2024 Proposed Annual Assessment Budget for South Hampton Townhouse Owners Association
	J.cooper.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	k.Proposal to Amend Subdividing and Septic Tiering (1) (2)
	L.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals
	M.trans1Cover Letter - Proposed Legislation 8-15-24
	N.trans2.Displacement Services Document-8-15-24
	O.scary.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	P.martinez.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	Q.7.30.24letterDMitchell (2)
	R.quade.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	S.quade2.NEW SUBMISSION_ Legislative Proposals_Redacted
	T.Police Accountability Board Proposal
	U.PAB1.Md. Public Safety Code Ann. _ 3-106 (1)
	V.pab2Md. Public Safety Code Ann. _ 3-104 (2)
	W.pab3.Md. Public Safety Code Ann. _ 3-105
	X.Legislative Proposal. Special Police Officers
	Y.Gaming Proposal
	Z.Sheriffs Proposals (002)
	ZZ.Collins Proposals




