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April 19, 2017
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8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910



7.

REVISED

ITEM1

MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

MEETING
Wednesday, April 19, 2017
Montgomery Regional Office
9:30 a.m. —11:30 a.m.

Approval of Commission Agenda (9:30)

Approval of Commission Minutes

a) Open Session/Closed Session Conference Call — March 2, 2017

b) Open Session/Closed Session — March 15, 2017

c) Open Session/Closed Session — Conference Call — March 30, 2017

General Announcements (9:30)

a) Upcoming Fitness Days in May for National Fitness Month

b) Upcoming Asian-Pacific American Heritage Month

c) Arab-American Heritage Month

d) Stress Awareness Month

e) Alcohol Awareness Month

f) Upcoming National Prevention Week (Mental and/or
Substance Use Disorders) — May 14 — May 20

Committee Minutes/Board Reports (For Information Only):

a) Minutes — Employees’ Retirement System Regular Board of Trustees

Meeting — March 7, 2017
b) 115 Trust (OPEB) Meeting Minutes — December 21, 2016
c) Executive Committee Meeting — Open Session — March 10, 2017
d) Executive Committee Meeting — Closed Session — March 10, 2017

Action and Presentation Items (9:40)
a) Resolution # 17-06, Resolution of Adoption for the Approved
Prince George’s County Resource Conservation Plan (Guleryuz)

b) Resolution #17-07, Updates to Mandatory Uniform Standards (Martin)

¢) Request to Use Salary Lapse (Department of Human Resources
and Management) (Barney/Bennett)

d) Wellness Program — Health Coverage and Counseling for Employees

with Alcohol and Substance Abuse Problems (Spencer/McDonald)
e) ERP Update: Financial System Replacement (Chilet)
f) Resolution #17-09, OPEB Rebate
g) Resolution #17-02, Healthy Vending (McDonald)

Officers’ Reports (11:10)
a) Executive Director’s Report (For Information Only)
Employee Evaluations Not Completed by Due Date (March 2017)

b) Secretary Treasurer (For Information Only)
1) Investment Report (February 2017) (+)
2) MFD Purchasing Statistics — Second Quarter — FY17

c) General Counsel
1) Litigation Report (March 2017) (For Information Only)

Closed Session — Collective Bargaining (Barney)

ACTION
Motion | Second

(+*) Page 1 _ |

(+*) Page 3 __ |
(+*) Page 5
(+*) Pagell _ |

(+) Page 13
(+) Page 17
(+) Page 21
(++)

(+*) Page 25
(+*) Page 59

(+*) Page 85

(+) Page 87
(+) Page 99
(+*) (LD)
(+*) (LD)

(+) Page 119

(+) Page 121
(+) Page 127

(+) Page 141

(+) Attachment (++) Commissioners Only (*) Vote (H) Handout (LD) Late Delivery
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Commission Meeting
Open Session Conference Call Minutes
March 2, 2017

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission met via conference call from the County
Administration Building in Upper Marlboro, Maryland and the Montgomery Regional Office in Silver Spring,
Maryland.

PRESENT
Montgomery County Commissioners Prince George’s County Commissioners
Casey Anderson, Vice-Chair Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chair
Norman Dreyfuss Dorothy Bailey
Natali Fani-Gonzalez William Doerner
Gerald Cichy Manuel Geraldo
Marye Wells-Harley

ABSENT

A. Shuanise Washington

At 8:56 a.m., Chair Hewlett convened the meeting and requested a motion to move to closed session pursuant to
Section 3-305 (b)(7) and (b)(9) of the General Provisions Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland, for
consultation with counsel and to conduct collective bargaining negotiations or consider matters that relate to the
negotiations.
ACTION: Motion of Bailey

Seconded by Geraldo

9 approved the motion

At 9:48 a.m., the meeting moved back to open session and adjourned.

. e
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Gayla I. Williams, Senior Management Analyst/ Patricia Colihan Barney, Execﬁ{we Director
Senior Technical Writer -
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Commission Meeting
Open Session Minutes
March 15, 2017

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission met in the Prince George's County Parks
and Recreation Auditorium in Riverdale, Maryland.

PRESENT
Prince George’s County Commissioners Montgomery County Commissioners
Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chair (delayed arrival) Casey Anderson, Vice-Chair
Dorothy Bailey Norman Dreyfuss
William Doerner Natali Fani-Gonzalez
Manuel Geraldo Gerald Cichy

Marye Wells-Harley
ABSENT

A. Shuanise Washington

Vice-Chair Anderson convened the meeting at 9:57 a.m., in anticipation of Chair Hewlett’s arrival.

Executive Director Barney made two changes to the agenda. Item #7, closed session Collective
Bargaining, was moved to follow Item #5a, Resolution #17-02, Healthy Vending Requirements.
Following that change, open session would take place to modify the appointment process for the Labor
Relations Administrator (LRA) and the Arbitrator for the Fraternal Order of Police.

ITEM 1 APPROVAL OF COMMISSION AGENDA
ACTION: Motion of Geraldo with the amended agenda
Seconded by Bailey
8 approved the motion (vote taken before Chair Hewlett arrived)

ITEM 2 APPROVAL OF COMMISSION MINUTES
Open and Closed Sessions — February 15, 2017
ACTION: Motion of Bailey,
Seconded by Geraldo
8 approved the motion (vote taken before Chair Hewlett arrived)

ITEM 3 GENERAL ANNOUNCEMENTS
Vice-Chair Anderson mentioned the following announcements:
a) Women’s History Month Events
b) Upcoming One-Commission Diversity Event (May 3, 2017)

Commission Meeting Minutes — Open Session 1
March 15, 2017
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ITEM 4

ITEM 5

COMMITTEE MINUTES/BOARD REPORTS (For Information Only)

Regular Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees Meeting — February 7, 2017

ACTION AND PRESENTATION ITEMS

a) Resolution #17-02, Healthy Vending Requirements (Spencer/McDonald)
Health and Benefits Manager, Jennifer McDonald, presented a memorandum
recommending support for the adoption of Resolution #17-02, Healthy Vending
Requirements. The Resolution requires healthy food and beverage options in vending
machines located on M-NCPPC property effective beginning with contract entered in
or renewed on or after July 1, 2017. Ms. McDonald stated that Prince George’s
County has adopted standards for government facilities, and that Montgomery County
recently proposed the same standards through Bill 1-17, which was introduced on
February 7, 2017.

Ms. McDonald shared that a state-wide coalition of 300+ organizations was organized
to promote local health regulations. She explained that a local ordinance was
proposed last year to mandate standards for Prince George’s County that would have
affected the M-NCPPC offices/facilities located in that County. General Counsel
Gardner and the Health and Benefits Manager McDonald consulted with the coalition
to address the matter through an agency-wide policy (via a Resolution) that would
obviate the need for local legislation that only covered one of the agency’s regions.
The M-NCPPC’s vending managers, who were advised of the Healthy Vending
Initiative, indicated support for the M-NCPPC Resolution.

Ms. McDonald introduced members of the coalition, Ms. Shawn McIntosh, Executive
Director, Sugar Free Kids Maryland; attorney Eddie Pounds, on behalf of Sugar Free
Kids Maryland; and Mr. Stuart Berlow, Director of Government Relations, American
Heart Association. The Coalition members commended the M-NCPPC for
considering the Resolution and shared background information supporting healthy
vending strategies.

Commissioner Dreyfuss stated that sodas should not be included as a healthy product,
and that he could not support the proposal as it is written.

Commissioner Geraldo voiced concerns with the permissibility of artificial
sweeteners in healthy alternatives, and felt that the agency should not be promoting
their use.

Also, Commissioner Doerner inquired about the following:

e How will changes affect vendors including minority businesses? The coalition
members shared there was strong support from vendors for the change.

e To the coalition’s statement that jurisdictions which have moved to 100% healthy
food in vending machines have raised more money, Commissioner Doerner asked
how product costs factored into revenue. The coalition members responded
stating costs for healthy choices are on par with less healthy choices. The
coalition added that customer demand for vending machine products also
increased when healthy choices increased.

Commission Meeting Minutes — Open Session 2

March 15, 2017



After further discussion, the Commissioners agreed to the following amendments to
the Resolution:

e Recommendation of Commissioners Doerner and Geraldo: Amend
Section III, Item (b)(1) Healthy Vending Contract Requirements, as follows:
At least 65% of the food and beverage items offered in vending machines
meet the requirements listed in Section I — Universal Vending Machine
Requirements. At the end of a two-year period, the M-NCPPC will review the
effects of the program. Depending on results of the assessment, and based on
evidence, the agency will strive to increase to 65%, the healthy vending
product requirements, and to not provide products with artificial sweeteners.

e Recommendation of General Counsel Gardner: Language in Section VI (b) of
the proposal should be revised to state: Each Department shall monitor
compliance and issue a report to the Commission on the first anniversary of
this Resolution and at least every other year.

e Recommendation of Executive Director Barney: Amend Section III (b) - Add
the following language: “The staff will come back with an assessment before
the July 1, 2018 date™, so that Commissioners would have the information
before this date.

e Recommendation of Vice-Chair Anderson: Change the language to Amend
Section III (b) - M-NCPPC will strive for a higher goal, and on July 1, 2018,
we will assess what that goal should be, with the idea of trying to increase the
number, and address the artificial sweetener question. Staff should report
back to the Commissioners with recommendations on what the target should
be and what we should do about artificial sweeteners based on evidence.

Chair Hewlett commented that the M-NCPPC has a tremendous health and wellness
program, and this initiative is another achievement for the agency. Ms. Mclntosh shared
that the coalition would like to have a press conference on this project in conjunction
with efforts being made in Prince George’s County.

ACTION: Motion of Doerner to approve the Healthy Vending Resolution with
modifications recommended by Commissioners Anderson, Doerner,
Geraldo, General Counsel Gardner, and Executive Director Barney
Seconded by Fani-Gonzalez
8 approved the motion; Commissioner Dreyfuss opposed.

At 10:35 a.m., and pursuant to Section 3-305(b)(7) and (b)(9) of the General Provisions Article of the
Annotated Code of Maryland, a closed session was requested by Chair Hewlett, for consultation with
counsel and to discuss collective bargaining issues or consider matters that relate to the negotiations.
ACTION: Motion of Fani-Gonzalez

Seconded by Wells-Harley

9 approved the motion

At 11:06 a.m., the meeting moved back into open session. At that time, Executive Director Barney
requested a motion to modify the selection and appointment process for the Interest Arbitrator for the
Fraternal Order of Police contract, and to delegate the appointment authority of the Labor Relations
Administrator and the Interest Arbitrator to the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Commission.

Commission Meeting Minutes — Open Session 3
March 15,2017
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ACTION: Motion of Bailey
Seconded by Geraldo
9 approved the motion

ITEM5 b) Resolution #17-04, Montgomery Bond Resolution (Zimmerman)
ACTION: Motion of Wells-Harley
Seconded by Fani-Gonzalez
9 approved the motion

c) Resolution #17-05, Proposed Bowie Annexation of Commission-Owned Property

(Johnson)
ACTION: Motion of Fani-Gonzalez

Seconded by Wells-Harley
9 approved the motion

d) Readopt the Debt Policy to Reflect the New Citations Under the Land Use Article
as Opposed to Article 28 (Zimmerman)
ACTION: Motion of Fani-Gonzalez
Seconded by Geraldo
9 approved the motion

e) Adoption of Park Rules (Gardner/Calcote)
ACTION: Motion of Doerner
Seconded by Geraldo
9 approved the motion

f) M-NCPPC LOGO
Commissioners Fani-Gonzalez and Wells-Harley presented a memorandum on moving
forward with a review of the M-NCPPC logo. The memo was presented for Commission
approval to develop a team to work together to create a new M-NCPPC logo that could be
presented during the 90-Year Anniversary of the Commission. The team would consist of
two members from each Department’s Communications staff (four members from each
County). Executive Director Barney recommended adding one member from bi-county
offices, Senior Management Analyst Lisa Dupree. Chair Hewlett supported this
recommendation.

Commissioners Fani-Gonzalez and Wells-Harley walked through the memo and explained
the goals for the team, including designing up to three logos for review by the Commission.
The team would have complete independence without interruption by Commissioners and
Department Heads. The memo indicated drafts of the logos must be presented by the
May17, 2017, meeting of the Commission. During the discussion of this item,
Montgomery County Deputy Director Rose Krasnow requested that this timeline be
extended to the June meeting of the Commission due to the busy schedule of the
department’s Communications team. The Commissioners supported the change in the due
date.

Commission Meeting Minutes — Open Session 4
March 15, 2017



If the Commission adopts a new logo, branding would be rolled out within a reasonable
timeframe. Commission websites and social media would also be updated. Business cards
and stationary would be updated immediately, while vehicles, uniforms, and signs would
be phased in.

On a separate matter, Commissioner Wells-Harley suggested the agency prepare a written
history of the organization, especially with the agency celebrating its 90" anniversary.
Chair Hewlett shared that General Counsel Gardner has prepared a history of the M-
NCPPC, and this can be used with updates.
ACTION: Motion of Wells-Harley to support the M-NCPPC logo project

Seconded by Geraldo

9 approved the motion

ITEM 6 OPEN SESSION — OFFICERS®* REPORTS
a) Executive Director
Employees’ Evaluations Not Completed by Due Date — (February 2017) (For
Information Only)

Executive Office Building (EOB) Update (Not listed on the agenda)

Executive Director Barney noted that the EOB building team, which includes
Commissioner Dreyfuss and Chair Hewlett, has met and will be presenting updates to
the Commission. Chair Hewlett indicated that Commissioner Doerner will be
replacing her on the Committee.

b) Secretary-Treasurer
1) Investment Report (January 2017) — (For Information Only)

¢) General Counsel
1) Litigation Report (January 2017) (For Information Only)
2) Legislative Update
General Counsel Gardner stated that the Inspector General bill is moving forward
with the M-NCPPC’s amendment(s). The bill was added to the Montgomery and
Prince George’s County delegations. A standing committee hearing will be held
this week and the bill is likely to move before crossover day, Monday, March 6™.

There being no further business to discuss, the meeting adjourned at 11:26 a.m.

Wolbe G Mo 2 Wllio  (Xe

Gayla I. Williams, Senior Management Aralyst/ Patricia Colthan'Barney, Exécutive Director
Senior Technical Writer N
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Commission Meeting
Open Session Conference Call Minutes
March 30, 2017

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission met via conference call from the County
Administration Building in Upper Marlboro, Maryland, and the Montgomery Regional Office in Silver Spring,
Maryland.

PRESENT
Prince George’s County Commissioners Montgomery County Commissioners
Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chair Casey Anderson, Vice-Chair
Dorothy Bailey Gerald Cichy
William Doerner Natali Fani-Gonzalez
Manuel Geraldo Marye Wells-Harley
A. Shuanise Washington

ABSENT

Norman Dreyfuss

At 12:38 p.m., Chair Hewlett convened the meeting and requested a motion to move to closed session pursuant
to Section 3-305 (b)(7) and (b)(9) of the General Provisions Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland, for
consultation with counsel and to conduct collective bargaining negotiations or consider matters that relate to the
negotiations.
ACTION: Motion of Geraldo

Seconded by Bailey

9 approved the motion

At 12:57 p.m., Chair Hewlett requested a motion to adjourn the meeting.
ACTION: Motion of Washington

Seconded by Bailey

9 approved the motion

Z/M%’//W e

Gdyla Iéw illiams; Senior Management Analyst/ Patricia Colihan Barney, Executive Director
Senior Technical Writer

11


lisa.dupree
Typewritten Text
Item 2c


12



Comm/ Board Reports



Item 4a

‘ EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
REGULAR BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
MINUTES
Tuesday, March 7, 2017; 10:00 A.M.
ERS/Merit Board Conference Room

The regular meeting of the Board of Trustees convened in the ERS/Merit Board Conference Room on Tuesday,
March 7, 2017 at 10:00 a.m. Voting members present were: Patricia Barney, CPA, Howard Brown, Pamela F.
Gogol, Alicia Hart, Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Sheila Morgan-Johnson, Barbara Walsh and Joseph C. Zimmerman,
CPA. Khalid Afzal, Amy Millar and Marye Wells-Harley were absent.

ERS staff present were: Andrea L. Rose, Administrator; Heather D. Brown, Senior Administrative Specialist; and,
Sheila S. Joynes, Accounting Manager.

Presentations by Wilshire Associates, Bradley A. Baker, Vice President; Mark E. Brubaker, CFA, Managing
Director; and, Ashley Bazzani, Associate.

1. CONSENT AGENDA
The following items are to be approved or accepted by vote on one motion unless a Board member
requests separate consideration:

Approval of the March 7, 2017 Board of Trustees Meeting Agenda

Minutes of Regular Meeting, February 7, 2017

Minutes of Closed Session, February 7, 2017

Disbursements Granted Report — January 2017

Transfer of $13,050,000 to Cover Administrative Expenses and Benefit Payments for March — May
2017

moNw»

The Agenda was revised to move Item 4 Closed Session to follow Item 7 Administrator’s Report.

MS. GOGOL made a motion, seconded by MS. HART to approve the Consent Agenda including the Revised
March 7, 2017 Board of Trustees Meeting Agenda. The motion PASSED unanimously (8-0). (Motion #17-15)

2. HAIRMAN'S ITEMS
A. Board of Trustees Conference Summary

3. MISCELLANEOUS
No miscellaneous reported.

4. CLOSED SESSION
The Board will meet in Closed Session, pursuant to the General Provisions Article of the Annotated Code
of Maryland Section 3-305(b)(1)(ii) to discuss personnel matters.

Closed Session was moved to follow Item 7 Administrator's Report.

5. MANAGER REPORTS/PRESENTATIONS
MINUTES, AS APPROVED, AT THE APRIL 4, 2017 REGULAR BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
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A. Wilshire Associates
Presentations by Wilshire Associates - Bradley A. Baker, Vice President, Mark E. Brubaker, CFA,
Managing Director; and, Ashley Bazzani, Associate
i. Executive Summary of Investment Performance; as of December 31, 2016
ii. Manager Comparison - 3yr and 5yr Rolling Returns; as of December 31, 2016
iii. Summary of Investment Performance; December 31, 2016

Mark Brubaker provided a general overview of the 4Q2016 market environment. During the fourth quarter,
the U.S. equity markets were up by 4.5% and by 13.4% for all of 2016. Non-U.S. Equity markets were mostly
positive in both the fourth quarter and year-to-date in local currency terms. However, a strong U.S. dollar
resulted in losses for U.S. investors. Despite a strong 2016, emerging market equities suffered during the
fourth quarter following the U.S. election asinvestors feared weakening prospects for global trade and
exports from emerging market countries. High Yield and U.S. Treasury Bonds ended the fourth quarter
with a net gain.

Bradley Baker reported on the fund'’s performance for the quarter ending December 31, 2016. The ERS’ total
fund return was 1.35% (net of fees) for the quarter, outperforming the actual policy index return of 0.18%. The
ERS fund return was 9.86% for the one-year ended, 3.57% for the three-years ended, and 7.56% for the five-
years ended December 31, 2016 versus the actual policy index which returned 8.53%, 2.93% and 6.69%,
respectively. The total market value through December 31, 2016 was $822.3 million.

The ERS' Total Fund ranked in the 6% percentile for the year-to-date in the TUCS Total Return of Master Trusts
- Public: Plans < $1 Billion Universe (gross of fees). MR. ZIMMERMAN and MS. MORGAN-JOHNSON said this
ranking is a great accomplishment for the Board and Mr. Brubaker agreed.

Individual manager performance was discussed. Mr. Baker highlighted the positive annual returns for the
international equity and the fixed income composite. One-year performance ending December 31, 2016 was
strong for Earnest Partners, Capital Guardian, Western Asset and Principal Global Investors. However, Mr.
Brubaker said the big driver of positive performance in the ERS’ portfolio was the allocation to real assets. Mr.
Baker reported that J.P. Morgan's lead portfolio manager, Tom Luddy, will be retiring at the end of 2017.
Although this is normally a cause for concern, Wilshire thinks J.P. Morgan has everything in place for a smooth
transition. Wilshire will be watching JP Morgan closely. Wilshire feels the ERS’ portfolio is well positioned for
the future.

6. COMMITTEE REPORTS/RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Investment Monitoring Group Committee
Presentation by Committee Chairman, Patricia Colihan Barney, CPA
i. Regular Report of February 21, 2017

MS. BARNEY presented the Investment Monitoring Group's (IMG) Regular Report of February 21, 2017,

The IMG reviewed nine (9) responses to the Investment Consulting Services Request for Proposal (RFP). Each
firm was required to meet minimum requirements and submit certain documents as part of the process. The
IMG evaluated each firm on criteria, including, but not limited to: a) relevant investment consulting experience
of the firm and individual consultants proposed for the ERS b) proposed work plan, soundness of approach
and understanding of the needs of the ERS ¢) demonstrated ability to perform the services referred to in the
RFP and d) fee proposal.

MINUTES, AS APPROVED, AT THE APRIL 4, 2017 REGULAR BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
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3
Many of the firms were well qualified; therefore, the IMG focused its evaluation primarily, but not exclusively,
on the organization, the consultants assigned to the ERS, and the proposed fees. The IMG unanimously
selected Meketa Investment Group (“Meketa”) and Wilshire Associates (“Wilshire”) to present at the April 4,
2017 Board meeting. Meketa and Wilshire are robust investment consulting firms; the proposed consultants
have strong public pension defined benefit plan experience and significant years at the respective firms; and
the firm's fee proposals were competitive.

7. REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATOR
Presentation by Administrator, Andrea L. Rose
A. Administrator's Report dated February 23, 2017
i. Recommendation to Approve a 1.3% Cost-of-Living Adjustment Effective July 1, 2017 for Eligible
Retirees and Beneficiaries in Accordance with Provisions of the Employees’ Retirement System
ii. Resolution Appointing Elizabeth M. Hewlett as Chairman of the Board of Trustees for the term
ending June 30, 2017 (Handout)

Andrea Rose presented the Administrator's Report dated February 23, 2017.

The Board of Trustees agreed the April 4, 2017 meeting should start at 9:30 a.m. to make time for the
Investment Consuitant presentations.

Ms. Rose recommended the Board approve a cost-of-living adjustment (COLA) for retirees and beneficiaries
of 1.3% effective July 1, 2017. Staff calculated the COLA using data from Table 24 - All Urban Consumers (CPI
U) - All Items Annual Average (at December 2016). All retirees and beneficiaries receiving annuities for at least
six months are eligible for the COLA.

MS. GOGOL made a motion, seconded by MS. WALSH to approve a 1.3% Cost-of-Living Adjustment Effective
July 1, 2017 for Eligible Retirees and Beneficiaries in Accordance with Provisions of the Employees’ Retirement
System. The motion PASSED unanimously (8-0). (Motion #17-16)

In order to accept the Chairman’s signature on the Guidelines and Fee Agreement, BlackRock is requiring a
Resolution appointing the Chairman of the Board of Trustees. Ms. Rose recommended approval of the
Resolution appointing Elizabeth M. Hewlett as Chairman of the Board of Trustees for the term ending June 30,
2017.

MS. BARNEY made a motion, seconded by MS. WALSH to approve a Resolution Appointing Elizabeth M.
Hewlett as Chairman of the Board of Trustees for the term ending June 30, 2017. The motion PASSED
unanimously (8-0). (Motion #17-17)

The Employees’ Retirement System was awarded the Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting by the Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada (GFOA) for its
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2016 and an Award for
Outstanding Achievement in Popular Annual Financial Reporting ("Award”) for its Popular Annual Financial
Report (PAFR) for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2016. Sheila Joynes, Accounting Manager, was recognized
for leading the CAFR team to another Award in Excellence and Heather Brown, Senior Administrative
Specialist, was recognized for leading the PAFR team to its seventh consecutive year of applying for and
receiving the award.

Given the elimination of the IRS Determination Letter program, the Groom Law Group decided a new approach
was necessary to satisfy requests for documentation of plan qualification from plan auditors, compliance
officers, investment managers, third party administrators and other parties. Groom developed a Document
MINUTES, AS APPROVED, AT THE APRIL 4, 2017 REGULAR BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
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Compliance Service ("DCS") for plans that have a current IRS determination letter. Groom will provide an
opinion, annually if necessary, intended to confirm continued satisfaction of the IRS document requirements.
The DCS is designed to help in the event the IRS challenges a plan’s qualification status. Groom is already
involved in all plan amendments for the ERS; therefore, the only additional work for the ERS would be an
opinion letter.

Trustee terms expire June 30, 2017 as follows: Montgomery County Commissioner, Prince George's County
Public Member, Montgomery County Public Member, and the Bi County Open Trustee. Additionally, the ERS’
Board of Trustees Chairman and Vice Chairman terms expire June 30, 2017. Notices will be provided to
employees and the public.

MS. GOGOL made a motion seconded by MS. BARNEY to go into Closed Session. The motion PASSED
unanimously (8-0). (Motion #17-18)

MS. GOGOL made a motion, seconded by MS. HART to ratify the actions taken in Closed Session. The motion
PASSED unanimously (8-0). (Motion #17-22)

The Board of Trustees meeting of March 7, 2017 adjourned at 12:00 p.m.

Respectfully,

Heather D. Brown @rm ‘ "

Senior Administrative Specialist Administrator

MINUTES, AS APPROVED, AT THE APRIL 4, 2017 REGULAR BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
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Item 4b

115 Trust (OPEB)
Meeting Minutes
College Park Airport Operations Building

Wednesday, December 21, 2016

Attending: Commissioner Manuel Geraldo, Chairman;
Commissioner Casey Anderson, Co-Chairman;
Patricia Colihan Barney, Commission Executive Director, Trustee;
Joseph Zimmerman, Commission Secretary-Treasurer, Trustee;
William Spencer, Commission Human Resources Director, Trustee;
Adrian Gardner, Commission General Counsel,
Barbara Walsh, Commission Accounting Manager, Staff,
Abbey Rodman, Commission investment Manager, Administrator;
Claudia Stalker, Commission Accountant, Staff;
Barry Bryant, Investment Consultant, Dahab Assoc.;
David Boomershine, Pres. & Sr. Actuary, Boomershine Consulting Group

Absent: LaTonya Reynolds, Commission Senior Counsel, Staff

The meeting was called to order at 11:03 a.m.

Minutes from the 9/21/16 meeting were motioned by Ms. Barney to be approved, seconded
by Commissioner Geraldo, and then unanimously approved.

David Boomershine of Boomershine Consulting Group reviewed aspects of the Actuarial
Valuation as of July 1, 2016.

Mr. Boomershine said the Trust is not required to prefund (put money away fo pay
obligations before they are due), but that prefunding allows the Trust to use a higher discount
rate which reduces the current value of obligations. Many government plans are not funding
at all, utilizing pay-as-you-go methodology instead, but they must use 4% instead of 7% as
a discount rate. The Trust, however, has been fully funded for several years. Ms. Barney
noted that prefunding was in place before many other plans began to do it. Mr. Boomershine
added that if the Trust continues to prefund it can continue using the 7% rate.

Bond rating agencies are looking at investment assumptions. The Trust is currently not
smoothing assets because the ratio of assets to liabilities is so low. There is a slight
overfunding of the annual required contribution (ARC).

The unfunded liability is being amortized over a 30-year period. The Trust is on a schedule
to reduce the amortization period. It used 30 years in 2016. The following year it will use
29 years, then 28, until the amortization period is reduced to the 15-20 year range.

Total liabilities for the Trust are currently $302 million. The unfunded liability is $254 million.
The funded ratio is 16%. The annual required contribution (ARC) increased from $16.8
million to $20.0 million. Mr. Boomershine put the funding ratio into perspective. While
cautioning that there are no definitive statistics, he said funding ratios seem to average 8%-
10% across the country and many are at zero.
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The annual required contribution increased due to cost/liability changes resulting from a
decrease in the discount rate, a change in the actuarial method and assumptions,
investment loss and adverse plan experience. The Trust, however, continues to meet the
ARC.

Ms. Walsh said the Trust is currently not being used to pay benefits and is still being built
up. Federal money is going into the Trust as an employer contribution, then will be used to
pay benefits eventually. Page 8 of the actuarial report states that in fiscal year 2018 the
OPERB contributions to the Trust will be $5.1 million, and federal subsidies will be $1.8 miilion,
coming in throughout the year. Funds come into the internal accounting fund and will be
transferred to the Trust fund. That is the prefunding. Prefunding is actually $3.5 million plus,
in addition to $2.1 million projected as federal subsidies, which will also go to the Trust.

Commissioner Geraldo said that we may want some additional footnotes to indicate where
the money goes. Mr. Zimmerman said that as part of the next actuarial valuation, we need
to fully understand how the $254 million liability goes away. He added that this is a very
technical subject and we have three people working on it. Commissioner Geraldo noted
that the methodology now rests with those three people and that there needs to be a written
narrative as to how the results are reached. Mr. Boomershine said the fact that the unfunded
liability will transfer to the balance sheet is not a concern. The key is the funding policy and
the ability to continue to use the 7% assumption.

After Mr. Boomershine concluded the actuarial review, Mr. Bryant began the investment
discussion. He noted that the third quarter ended September 30 was a good quarter, and
that most of the Portfolio’s ailocation and manager strategies worked, resulting in a very
good return,

GDP increased 2.9% for the quarter, setting the stage for the Fed to raise rates in December.
For the market as a whole, all major asset classes had positive returns, with riskier asset
classes like domestic small cap and emerging markets generating the highest returns.
Domestic bonds had a modest 0.5% return.

Portfolio assets returned 5.4% and ranked in the 1% percentile, meaning it out-performed
most funds in a broad public fund universe. The shadow index, a measure of how the
Portfolio performed without active management, returned 4.1%. Active management added
another 130 basis point of return, gross of fees.

Elements of the asset allocation that helped return were the large allocation to small/mid
cap domestic equity and emerging market equity, and the low allocation to fixed income.

Ali of the managers met or exceeded their benchmarks except the Schwab/RAF| large cap
fund, which was hurt by its outsized position in integrated oils and an underweight to the
major tech companies including Alphabet, Apple, Amazon and Facebook. All three
Schwab/RAF| strategies are significantly ahead of their benchmarks on a year-to-date basis.
The PIMCO AA/AA Fund continued with its above-average performance for the year after
poor performance 2012-2015. The Unconstrained Bond Fund had a 3.1% return despite
domestic core bonds returning only 0.5%. Overall, Mr. Bryant said Portfolio performance
was back on track after a poor relative performance period and now ranked in the 40"
percentile on a since inception basis.
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Mr. Bryant distributed a 4™ Q Preliminary Report that showed the Portfolio with a 1 2% return
for the fourth quarter through November. Based on market indices, he said he believed this
was an above-average return. All the Schwab/RAF| strategies exceeded their targets by
wide margins, and the Unconstrained Bond Fund had a modest 0.4% return despite
domestic investment-grade bonds being down more than 3%. Only the PIMCO AA/AA Fund
had a negative retum, which was due to the poor performance of foreign stocks and bonds.

In response to a prior request from Ms. Barney, Mr. Bryant reviewed the various components
of the PIMCO All-Asset/All-Authority Fund. At the conclusion of that presentation, the
Committee requested that Mr. Bryant summarize the various strategies in written form. The
Committee also asked that Mr. Bryant provide a more detailed explanation of how PIMCO
establishes positions using futures.

Mr. Bryant said Wall Street believed the environment was generally supportive of risk assets
for 2017 due to 1) the promise of increased federal spending on infrastructure; 2) proposed
cuts in corporate and personal taxes; and 3) a general belief that anti-trade policies from the
campaign would not be enacted in a manner that would trigger a trade war.

Following a discussion about the environment, Mr. Bryant turned to how the Portfolio is
positioned and the issue of firm concentration, with most of the assets invested with PIMCO
and RAFI, two separate but affiliated companies. He offered two options: 1) staying as we
are, because the strategy is now working; or 2) changing one or more managers, such as
moving the large cap allocation to an equal weighted or standard index, or replacing PIMCO
with another global bond manager.

Commissioner Geraldo asked Mr. Bryant to look into robo-investing, the use of computer-
driven algorithms to make asset allocation decisions. He indicated that he had read about
the technique in a publication, possibly Kiplinger's, and wondered if the Committee might
make use of it in investing funds for the Trust.

Commissioner Anderson said he was not concerned about firm concentration. Ms. Barney
inquired about the nature and extent of risks. The committee decided, for the moment, to
maintain the current manager lineup, but requested to receive education on the possible
dangers of firm concentration.

The Trustees set 11:30 am on Wednesday, March 15, 2017 at PRA for the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:55 am.
Respectfully Submitted,

f,/ "}(f"ﬂ—;-a .{’?}\;‘%ﬁ&"{’ '{é’/‘w\‘
Claudia Stalker
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| THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
_l——l 6611 Kenilworth Avenue - Riverdale, Maryland 20737

Item 4c
. ITEM 2

' EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Minutes
March 10, 2017

On March 10, 2017, the Mar\ﬁand—Natibnal Capital Park and Planning Commission’s Executive Committee
met. Present were Chair Elizabeth Hewlett, Vice-Chair Casey Anderson, and Executive Director Patricia
Barney. Also present were:

- Department Heads/Deputies/Presenters/Staff

' Joe Zimmerman, Secretary-Treasurer

Anju Bennett, Chief, Corporate Policy and Management Operations (CPMO)
. Andree Checkley, Director, Prince George’s County Planning

Mazen Chilet, Chief Information Officer

Ronnie Gathers, Director, Prince George’s County Parks and Recreation
Renee Kenney, Chief, Audit Department

- Mike Riley, Director, Montgomery County Parks

" William Spencer, Human Resources Director

. Gwen Wright, Director, Montgomery County Planning

. The meeting convened at 10:10 a.m.

Chair Hewlett introduced new Prince George’s County Planning Director Andree Checkley and welcomed
| her back to the M-NCPPC.

'_ifT'_fﬁi%:M‘.:_1__5-}',ﬁﬁAePBQYA#.‘.9_5_._@(5_.991:!8{5_,coMMITTE‘E_AGEN_DA

Discussion The following comments were made:

. Discussion J No comments were made regardi:ng thémExecutive Con{ﬁitte'é»égendré—._wr'

|
|
|
I
!
!
|
I
i

N

® A brief update on the Executive Office Building (EOB) project will be presented to

the Commission in the future.

General Announcements:

IJ ® The One-Commission Diversity Event may be moved to the fall. Executive Director |

Barney will advise the Executive Committee if the event is moved to a later date.

' ITEM 1c- ROLLING AGENDA FOR UPCOMING COMMISSION MEETINGS

| Discussion | The Executive Commities reviewed the Rolling Agenda for the upcoming four months.

April
® Remove Enterprise Resource Planning - Financial System Replacement.
° Add an update on alcohol awareness and substance abuse disorders. The
presentation should include information regarding health coverage and
| counseling. A statistical report will be added to the presentation indicating the
number of employees who have taken advantage of this benefit.
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Add the APA Award

—
=
3
(0]

e There have been some delays with regards to responding to the Classification/
Compensation study. The Classification/Compensation team has requested
assistance in obtaining comments back from the departments so the project can
move forward.

®* Remove the Women’s History Month Events
¢ Remove the closed session collective bargaining update
e Remove the legislative update

(ITEM 2 - MINUTES

Provided for
|
i Information

February 1, 2017, Executive Committee Minutes

ITEM 3 = DISCUSSION/REPORTS/PRESENTATIONS

. Discussion

a) Investment Report (Zimmerman)
Secretary-Treasurer Zimmerman reported that the results contained in the Investment
Report are impressive. He stated that the current weighted average return is 0.85%,
which is an improvement, given the constraints in the investment policy. The market
will continue to move up slowly.

b) EOB Building Project Update (Barney/Bennett)
Executive Director Barney introduced Corporate Policy and Management Operations
Division Chief Anju Bennett, who presented the EOB update. The document contained

an understanding of the project, the scope of work encompassing six tasks, the project |

plan, the project schedule, and the fees associated with consultants Gensler and EMG.
Chief Bennett explained that the feasibility study of the EOB will be launched because
of the significant cost to maintain the facility. She noted the goal of the study and
provided a detailed outlined of the scope of work to study location alternatives for M-
NCPPC /CAS. Chief Bennett stated that the M-NCPPC js hoping to use salary lapse to
support the project. If the Executive Committee supports the idea, the plan will be
presented to the Commission for approval.

The Executive Committee approved the project proposal.

Item not listed on the agenda — Financial Disclosures
Chair Hewlett mentioned that Financial Disclosures are due in April,

¢) Memo to MCPB Re: M-NCPPC Logo
Vice-Chair Anderson presented a memorandum from Commissioners Marye Wells-
Harley and Natali Fani-Gonzalez, requesting that the M-NCPPC logo topic be added to
the March 15" Commission meeting agenda. The memorandum provided background
regarding the M-NCPPC’s research on branding for a stronger M-NCPPC logo.
Commissioners Wells:-Harley and Fani-Gonzalez proposed in the memo that a team be

Executive Committee Meeting 22
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formed consisting of one member from each of the four operating Departments’
Communications staff (two from each County) to meet to develop a new logo for
M-NCPPC. The logo options should be completed by May 17", for presentation to the
Commission during the 90 Year Anniversary. Executive Director Barney requested that
Senior Management Analyst Lisa Dupree participate on the team as a representative
of CAS.

Followup . Add an u.ﬁdate aﬁmalcohof a\.{.r;reness a'hd substance abuse disorders to theAprll

Commission meeting agenda. The update should include information regarding
health coverage and counseling, and a statistical report indicating the number of
employees who have taken advantage of this benefit.

® Add the M-NCPPC logo topic to the March 15th Commission meeting agenda.

® Add the APA Award to the May Commission meeting agenda.

_ | ]
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting adjourned to closed session at 10:32 a.m., to
discuss labor negotiations.

N\
‘ /Z‘/ j,é//(ﬂm %\2 L. A
Gayla@ﬂliams, ‘Sénior Management Analyst/ Patricia Barney, Executive Director
Senior Technical Writer L
; ../
g |
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

| | 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive

Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772

" WWW.mncppc.org/pgco
S

Prince George’s County Planning Department
Countywide Planning Division

301-952-3650

March 29, 2107

MEMORANDUM
TO: The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
VIA: Andree Green Checkley, Planning Director A jﬂ

Derick Berlage, Chief, Countywide Planning Division D2
FROM:  Giil Giileryiiz, Planner Coordinator, Special Projects Section, Countywide Planning Division éb’
SUBJECT: Commission Resolution of Adoption for Prince George’s County Resource Conservation Plan

The draft Full Commission Resolution Number 17-06 to adopt the Approved Prince George’s
County Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, is attached for your review
and approval.

The Prince George’s County Council Resolution CR-11-2-17, the Prince George’s County Planning
Board Resolution PGCPB No. 16-144, and the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan are also attached.
All three documents together comprise the Approved Prince George'’s County Resource Conservation Plan.
Also attached is the Certificate of Adoption and Approval.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Full Commission approve the resolution of adoption.

Attachments:

1. Draft Full Commission Resolution Number 17-06

2. Prince George’s County Council Resolution CR-11-2-17

3. Prince George’s County Planning Board Resolution PGCPB No. 16-144
4. Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan

5. Certificate of Adoption and Approval
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' PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING

M-NCPPC No. 17-06

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission, by virtue of the Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland,
is authorized and empowered, from time to time, to make and adopt, amend,
extend and add to a General Plan for Physical Development of the Maryland-
Washington Regional District; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board of The Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission, held a duly advertised joint
public hearing with the Prince George’s County Council, sitting as the District
Council, on September 27, 2016 on the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan:
A Countywide Functional Master Plan, being also an amendment to the
Approved Master Plan for Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt and Vicinity and
Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 65, 66, and 67 [October
1989 and May 1990]; Approved Master Plan and Adopted Sectional Map
Amendment for Largo- Lottsford (Planning Area 73) [July 1990]; Approved
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Melwood- Westphalia (Planning
Areas 77 and 78) [March 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for Bladensburg-New Carrollton and Vicinity (Planning Area 69)
[May 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning
Area 68 [May 1994]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for
the Addison Road Metro Town Center and Vicinity [October 2000]; Approved
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Heights and Vicinity
(Planning Area 76A) [November 2000]; Town of Brentwood Mixed-Use Town
Center Zone Development Plan [2000]; Approved Anacostia Trails Heritage Area
Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage Tourism [September
2001]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Greenbelt
Metro Area [October 2001]; Approved Town of Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town
Center Zone Development Plan [January 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment for Morgan Boulevard and Largo Town Center Metro
Areas [May 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the
Prince George’s County Gateway Arts District [November 2004]; Approved
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Tuxedo Road/ Arbor
Street/Cheverly Metro Area [April 2005]; Approved Master Plan for Bowie and
Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 71A, 71B, 74A, 74B.
[February 2006]; Approved Suitland Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development

Countywide Planning Division, 301-952-3650, Fax: 301-952-3799
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive, Upper Marlboro, MD 20772
www.pgplanning.org
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Plan [February 2006]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for
the East Glenn Dale Area for portions of Planning Area 70 [March 2006];
Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Henson Creek-
South Potomac Planning Area [April 2008]; Approved Transit District
Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment for the
West Hyattsville Transit District Overlay Zone [July 2006]; Approved Westphalia
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [February 2007]; Approved
Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June
2007]; Approved Public Safety Facilities Master Plan [March 2008]; Approved
Capitol Heights Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay
Zoning Map Amendment [July 2008]; Approved Branch Avenue Corridor Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [September 2008]; Approved Landover
Gateway Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2009]; Approved Port
Towns Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [October 2009]; Approved
Countywide Master Plan of Transportation [November 2009]; Approved Marlboro
Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [November 2009]; Approved
Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan [November 2009]; Approved Water
Resources Functional Master Plan [January 2010]; Approved Bowie State MARC
Station Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [January 2010]; Glenn Dale—
Seabrook-Lanham and Vicinity Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment, [March 2010]; Approved New Carrollton Transit District
Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [May
2010]; Approved Central US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Subregion 4 Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
for Subregion | (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62, and 64) [June 2010]; Approved
Historic Sites and Districts Plan [June 2010]; Central Annapolis Road Approved
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [October 2010]; Approved City of
Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [November
2010]; The Approved Greenbelt Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [March 2013]; Approved Subregion 5 Master
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [July 2013]; Approved Largo Town Center
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December 2013]; Approved
Subregion 6 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December 2013];
Approved Eastover/Forest Heights/Glassmanor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment (SMA) [February 2014]; Approved Landover Metro Area and MD
202 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2014]; Approved
Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
[February 2014]; Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan [May 2014];
The Approved College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan
[March 2015]; Approved Prince George’s Plaza Transit District Development
Plan and Proposed Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [September
2015]; and The Approved Central Branch Avenue Corridor Revitalization Sector
Plan [2013]; and
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APPRO

WHEREAS, the Prince George's County Planning Board, after said public
hearing and due deliberation and consideration of the public hearing testimony, on
December 15, 2016, adopted the functional master plan with revisions, as
described in Prince George’s County Planning Board Resolution PGCPB No. 16-
144, and transmitted the plan to the District Council on January 10, 2017; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George's County Council, sitting as the District
Council for the portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District lying within
Prince George's County, held a work session on February 28, 2017 to consider
hearing testimony; and

WHEREAS, upon consideration of the testimony received through the
hearing process, the District Council on March 7, 2017, determined that the
adopted plan should be approved as the functional master plan for resource
conservation for Prince George's County, Maryland, subject to the modifications
and revisions set forth in Resolution CR-11-2017; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that The Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Commission does hereby adopt said Resource
Conservation Plan as an amendment to the General Plan for Physical
Development of the Maryland-Washington Regional District within Prince George’s
County as approved by the Prince George’s County District Council in the attached
Resolution CR-11-2017; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of said amendment shall be
certified by The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission and
filed with each Clerk of the Circuit Court for Prince George's and Montgomery
Counties, as required by law.

 ®* % * % %

CERTIFICATION

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution
No. 17-06 adopted by The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning

Commission on motion of Commissioner , seconded by Commissioner

, with Commissioners voting in favor of the
motion, with Commissioners voting against, with
Commissioners being absent during the vote, at its regular

meeting held on Wednesday, April 19, 2017, in Silver Spring, Maryland.

SUFFICIENCY Patricia Colihan Barney
Executive Director

'4,—7—-

M-NCPPC Legal Departiment

Date

Z/2a)17
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Certificate of Adoption and Approval

The Approved Approved Prince George’s County Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan amends the
Approved Master Plan for Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt and Vicinity and Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for
Planning Areas 65, 66, and 67 [October 1989 and May 1990]; Approved Master Plan and Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for
Largo- Lottsford (Planning Area 73) [July 1990]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Melwood- Westphalia
(Planning Areas 77 and 78) [March 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Bladensburg-New
Carrollton and Vicinity (Planning Area 69) [May 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Area
68 [May 1994]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Addison Road Metro Town Center and Vicinity
[October 2000]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Heights and Vicinity (Planning Area 764)
[November 2000]; Town of Brentwood Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [2000]; Approved Anacostia Trails
Heritage Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage Tourism [September 2001]; Approved Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment for the Greenbelt Metro Area [October 2001]; Approved Town of Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town
Center Zone Development Plan [January 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Morgan Boulevard and
Largo Town Center Metro Areas [May 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Prince George’s
County Gateway Arts District [November 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Tuxedo Road/
Arbor Street/Cheverly Metro Area [April 2005]; Approved Master Plan for Bowie and Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for
Planning Areas 714, 71B, 744, 74B. [February 2006]; Approved Suitland Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan
[February 2006]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the East Glenn Dale Area for portions of Planning
Area 70 [March 2006]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Henson Creek- South Potomac Planning
Area [April 2006]; Approved Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment for the West
Hyattsville Transit District Overlay Zone [July 2006]; Approved Westphalia Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [February
2007]; Approved Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2007]; Approved Public Safety
Facilities Master Plan [March 2008]; Approved Capitol Heights Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay
Zoning Map Amendment [July 2008]; Approved Branch Avenue Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [September
2008]; Approved Landover Gateway Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2009]; Approved Port Towns Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [October 2009); Approved Countywide Master Plan of Transportation [November 2009];
Approved Marlboro Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [November 2009]; Approved Takoma/Langley Crossroads
Sector Plan [November 2009]; Approved Water Resources Functional Master Plan [January 2010]; Approved Bowie State MARC
Station Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [January 2010]; Glenn Dale—Seabrook-Lanham and Vicinity Approved Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment, [March 2010]; Approved New Carrollton Transit District Development Plan and Transit
District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [May 2010]; Approved Central US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Subregion 4 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Master Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment for Subregion I (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62, and 64) [June 2010]; Approved Historic Sites and
Districts Plan [June 2010]; Central Annapolis Road Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [October 2010];
Approved City of Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [November 2010]; The Approved Greenbelt
Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [March 2013]; Approved Subregion 5 Master Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [July 2013]; Approved Largo Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December
2013]; Approved Subregion 6 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December 2013]; Approved Eastover/Forest
Heights/Glassmanor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment (SMA) [February 2014]; Approved Landover Metro Area and MD
202 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2014]; Approved Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [February 2014]; Plan Prince George's 2035 Approved General Plan [May 2014]; The Approved
College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan [March 2015]; Approved Prince George’s Plaza Transit District
Development Plan and Proposed Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [September 2015]; and The Approved Central
Branch Avenue Corridor Revitalization Sector Plan [2013]. The Prince George’s County Planning Board of The Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission adopted the plan by Resolution Number 16-144 on December 15, 2016after a
duly advertised joint public hearing on September 27, 2016. The Prince George’s County Council, sitting as the District Council,
approved the plan by Resolution Number CR-11-2017 on March 7, 2017.

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission

Elizabeth M. Hewlett Casey Anderson
Chairman Vice Chairman

Joseph Zimmerman
Secretary-Treasurer
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COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS THE DISTRICT COUNCIL
2017 Legislative Session

Resolution No. CR-11-2017

Proposed by The Chairman (by request — Planning Board)
P

Introduced by  Council Members Davis, Lehman, Turner, Glaros, Franklin and Taveras

Co-Sponsors

Date of Introduction March 7, 2017

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION concerning

Countywide Resource Conservation Functional Master Plan
For the purpose of approving, with certain revisions as permitted by law, as an Act of the County
Council of Prince George’s County, Maryland, sitting as the District Council for that part of the
Maryland-Washington Regional District in Prince George’s County, a new functional master
plan, the Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, thereby defining
long-range policies for green infrastructure; agriculture conservation; and rural character
conservation, including the incorporation of updates to the 2001 Anacostia Trails Heritage Area
Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage Tourism, which shall constitute an
amendment to the 2014 general plan for the physical development of the Maryland-Washington
Regional District in Prince George’s County, Plan Prince George’s 2035.

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the District Council that, upon approval, this Countywide
Resource Conservation Functional Master Plan will amend certain specified portions of the 2014
General Plan for the physical development of the Maryland-Washington Regional District within
Prince George’s County, Plan Prince George's 2035, as well as portions of the following
previously approved master plans, sector plans functional master plans, and sectional map
amendments in the County: the 2005 Countywide Green Infrastructure Plan; the 2012 Priority
Preservation Area Functional Master Plan; the 1983 Public School Sites Functional Master
Plan; the 1989-90 Master Plan for Langley Park—College Park—Greenbelt and Vicinity and
Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 65, 66, and 67; the 1990 Master Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment for Largo—Lottsford (Planning Area 73); the 1994 Master Plan and
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CR-11-2017 (DR-1)

Sectional Map Amendment for Melwood—Westphalia (Planning Areas 77 and 78); the 1994
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Bladensburg—New Carrollton and Vicinity
(Planning Area 69); the 1994 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Area 68;
the 2000 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Addison Road Metro Town Center
and Vicinity; the 2000 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Heights and Vicinity
(Planning Area 76A4); the 2000 Town of Brentwood Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development
Plan; the 2001 Anacostia Trails Heritage Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan
Jfor Heritage Tourism; the 2001 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Greenbelt
Metro Area; the 2004 Town of Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan;
the 2004 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Morgan Boulevard and Largo Town
Center Metro Areas; the 2004 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Prince
George’s County Gateway Arts District; the 2005 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
for the Tuxedo Road/Arbor Street/Cheverly Metro Area; the 2006 Master Plan for Bowie and
Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 714, 71B, 744, 74B; the 2006
Suitland Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan; the 2006 Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment for the East Glenn Dale Area for portions of Planning Area 70; the 2006
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Henson Creek- South Potomac Planning
Area; the 2006 Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map
Amendment for the West Hyattsville Transit District Overlay Zone; the 2007 Westphalia Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2007 Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2008 Public Safety Facilities Master Plan; the 2008 Capitol
Heights Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map
Amendment;, the 2008 Branch Avenue Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the
2009 Landover Gateway Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009 Port Towns
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009 Countywide Master Plan of
Transportation; the 2009 Marlboro Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009
Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan; the 2010 Water Resources Functional Master Plan;
the 20140 Bowie State MARC Station Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010
Glenn Dale—Seabrook—Lanham and Vicinity Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the
2010 New Carrollton Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning
Map Amendment; the 2010 Central US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment,
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CR-11-2017 (DR-1)

the 2010 Subregion 4 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 Master Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment for Subregion I (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62, and 64); the 2010
Historic Sites and Districts Plan; the 2010 Central Annapolis Road Approved Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 City of Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone
Development Plan; the 2013 Greenbelt Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2013 Subregion 5 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment;
the 2013 Largo Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment, the 2013 Subregion 6
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2013 Central Branch Avenue Corridor
Revitalization Sector Plan; the 2014 Eastover/Forest Heights/Glassmanor Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2014 Landover Metro Area and MD 202 Corridor Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2014 Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2015 College Park—Riverdale Park Transit District Development
Plan; and finally, the 2016 Prince George’s Plaza Transit District Development Plan and
Proposed Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment; and

WHEREAS, on September 15, 2015, via adoption of Council Resolution CR-54-2015, the
District Council directed the Prince George’s County Planning Board of the Maryland-National
Park and Planning Commission to initiate preparation of a new, Countywide Resource
Conservation Functional Master Plan for Prince George’s County; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the prescriptions of State and County law, and as specified
within the approved Public Participation Program for this project, the Planning Department staff
of the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission held several public outreach
sessions seeking input from community, municipal, and public agency stakeholders, as well as an
open forum; and

WHEREAS, as prescribed by local zoning law, the Prince George’s County Planning Board
granted permission to print the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide
Functional Master Plan on July 28, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Board also referred the preliminary functional master plan to the
Prince George’s County Executive and County municipal corporations for respective review and
comment in accordance with the requirements of state and local law; and

WHEREAS, on September 27, 2016, the District Council and Prince George’s Planning

Board held a duly-advertised joint public hearing, pursuant to the provisions of state and county
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zoning laws, to receive public comment and other testimony regarding the proposed preliminary
Countywide Resource Conservation Functional Master Plan; and

WHEREAS, after the close of the joint public hearing record of testimony on October 12,
2016, the Planning Board conducted a public work session on December 1, 2016, to review the
comments and other testimony received into the record of joint public hearing testimony, as well
as the assessments and recommendations thereon that was prepared by the Planning Department
technical staff: and

-WHEREAS, thereafter, the Planning Board voted to adopt resolution PGCPB No. 16-144
on December 15, 2016, incorporating its recommendation for approval as to the proposed
Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, as well as certain
revisions that were based on the testimony within the plan record that was before Planning
Board; and

WHEREAS, on January 10, 2017, the Planning Board timely transmitted the adopted plan
to the Office of the Clerk of the County Council in accordance with the procedures required by
law; and WHEREAS, in anticipation of providing direction as to any final action regarding
proposed functional master plan, the Council advertised, as part of its public meeting for the
February 14, 2017, regular agenda of the County Council, its intent to convene as the Committee
of the Whole and to conduct a publicly advertised work session to consider the testimony
received into the record of joint public hearing testimony as to the proposed functional master
plan, as well as the recommendations of Planning Board embodied within PGCPB No. 16-144;
and

WHEREAS, prior to the scheduled February 14, 2017, work session, legal counsel for the
District Council reviewed all record testimony, as compiled by the Planning Board’s technical
staff and transmitted by Planning Board, regarding the proposed functional master plan; and

WHEREAS, during review of said testimony, legal staff for the Council identified certain
specific testimony within the record transmitted by Planning Board that is outside the defined
parameters established by the Council for this functional master plan via adoption of CR-54-
2015—a measure with the force and effect of law—specifically, as to five (5) exhibits or
testimony seeking amendment to the long-established Growth Boundary for the respective
properties within the County; and
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WHEREAS, it was further determined by counsel for the District Council that such
inappropriate testimony was subsequently analyzed by the technical staff of the Planning
Department, as is ordinarily required for compliance with the prescriptions of the local zoning
laws; and

WHEREAS, and in presumptive reliance on the deficient plan testimony, the Planning
Board apparently adopted two (2) inapposite recommendations, as reflected within PGCPB No.
16-144, to revise portions of the County Council’s well-settled County Growth Boundary policy;
and

WHEREAS, after being alerted by legal and technical staff as to the existence of certain
potential deficiencies within the subject plan record, the District Council deferred its scheduled
February 14, 2017, Committee of the Whole work session to afford technical staff of the
Planning Department the opportunity to excise, from the adopted plan record, as identified and as
necessary, any inapt, immaterial, and extraneous testimony and resubmit: (1) a redacted Planning
Board staff report and digest of testimony; (2) a redacted transcript analysis compiled by
Planning Staff; and (3) a redacted Planning Board resolution PGCPB No. 16-144 striking any
recommendations based upon irrelevant testimony, as described above; and

WHEREAS, upon re-submission of the redacted record as to the proposed plan by Planning
Department staff, the Council convened as the Committee of the Whole on February 28, 2017 in
order to evaluate the complement of redacted, adopted plan testimony; the assessment on various
aspects of the proposed offered by the technical staff of the Planning Department technical; and
any appropriate and material recommendations, as redacted, that were adopted by Planning
Board within PGCPB No. 16-144 as to the proposed Countywide Resource Conservation
Functional Master Plan; and

WHEREAS, after orientation and presentations by legal and technical staff, as well as
discussion by members, the District Council voted unanimously to direct staff to prepare a
resolution of approval for the Countywide Resource Conservation Functional Master Plan, as
adopted by the Planning Board, but without regard to the recommendations and underlying
testimony that is not within the parameters authorized via adoption of CR-54-2015 by the
District Council to authorize the preparation of this discretionary, functional master plan to

harmonize existing policy, via adoption of CR-54-2015.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the County Council of Prince George's
County, Maryland, sitting as the District Council for that part of the Maryland-Washington
Regional District in Prince George's County, Maryland, that the proposed Resource
Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, as embodied in a resolution adopted
by Planning Board via Resolution PGCPB No. 16-144, be and the same is hereby approved, but
without regard to any recommendations or underlying testimony excised from the record inapt,
extraneous, and immaterial to the direction of the Council given by law for this functional master
plan via adoption of CR-54-2015.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the provisions of this Resolution are severable, in
accordance with Maryland law. If any provision, sentence, clause, section, map, or part thereof
is held illegal, invalid, unconstitutional, or unenforceable, such illegality, invalidity,
unconstitutionality, or unenforceability shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions,
sentences, clauses, sections, maps, or parts hereof for their application to other zones or
circumstances. It is hereby declared to be the legislative intent of the District Council that this
Resolution would have been adopted as if such illegal, invalid, unconstitutional, or
unenforceable provision, sentence, clause, map, or part had not been included therein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the staff is authorized to make certain appropriate text
revisions, as well as certain revisions to technical, figurative, or other illustrative inclusions, in
order to correct identified errors and reflect updated information.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, upon adoption by the District Council, this Resolution
shall supersede or otherwise amend the 2014 County general plan, Plan Prince George’s 2035,
for purposes of incorporating the provisions approved herein as to updates for the 2001
Anacostia Trails Heritage Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage

Tourism.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall take effect on the date of its

adoption.

Adopted this ¢ ind day of March , 2017.

ATTEST;:

%M%QYQY«L

COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE GEORGE’S
COUNTY, MARYLAND, SITTING AS THE
DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PART OF
THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL
DISTRICT IN PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY,
MARYLAND

Redis C. Floyd
Clerk of the Council

Chairman
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the 2001 Anacostia Trails Heritage Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage Tourism;
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Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan; the 2004 Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for Morgan Boulevard and Largo Town Center Metro Areas; the 2004 Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment for the Prince George’s County Gateway Arts District; the 2005 Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment for the Tuxedo Road/Arbor Street/Cheverly Metro Area; the 2006 Master Plan for Bowie and
Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 714, 71B, 744, 74B; the 2006 Suitland Mixed-Use
Town Center Zone Development Plan; the 2006 Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the East Glenn
Dale Area for portions of Planning Area 70; the 2006 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the
Henson Creek- South Potomac Planning Area; the 2006 Transit District Development Plan and Transit
District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment for the West Hyattsville Transit District Overlay Zone; the 2007
Westphalia Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2007 Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2008 Public Safety Facilities Master Plan; the 2008 Capitol Heights Transit
District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment; the 2008 Branch Avenue
Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009 Landover Gateway Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment; the 2009 Port Towns Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009 Countywide
Master Plan of Transportation; the 2009 Marlboro Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2009
Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan; the 2010 Water Resources Functional Master Plan; the 20140
Bowie State MARC Station Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 Glenn
Dale-Seabrook-Lanham and Vicinity Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 New Carrollton
Transit District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment; the 2010 Central US
I Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 Subregion 4 Master Plan and Sectional Map
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Amendment; the 2010 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Subregion I (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62,
and 64); the 2010 Historic Sites and Districts Plan; the 2010 Central Annapolis Road Approved Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2010 City of Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development
Plan; the 2013 Greenbelt Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the
2013 Subregion 5 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2013 Largo Town Center Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment; the 2013 Subregion 6 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2013
Central Branch Avenue Corridor Revitalization Sector Plan; the 2014 Eastover/Forest Heights/Glassmanor
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2014 Landover Metro Area and MD 202 Corridor Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment; the 2014 Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment; the 2015 College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan; and finally, the
2016 Prince George’s Plaza Transit District Development Plan and Proposed Transit District Overlay Zoning
Map Amendment.

Document(s): R2017011
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PGCPB No. 16-144

RESOLUTION
WHEREAS, the Prince George's County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission, in conjunction with the Prince George's County Council, pursuant to Section
27-644 of the Zoning Ordinance of Prince George's County, held a duly advertised public hearing on
Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan on September 27, 2016;
and

WHEREAS, the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master
Plan is proposed to update the Approved Countywide Green Infrastructure Plan and to update and replace
the Adopted and Approved Priority Preservation Area Functional Master Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master
Plan is proposed to amend the Approved Master Plan for Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt and
Vicinity and Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 65, 66, and 67 [October 1989 and
May 1990]; Approved Master Plan and Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for Largo- Lottsford
(Planning Area 73) [July 1990]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Melwood-
Westphalia (Planning Areas 77 and 78) [March 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for Bladensburg-New Carrollton and Vicinity (Planning Area 69) [May 1994); Approved
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Area 68 [May 1994]; Approved Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment for the Addison Road Metro Town Center and Vicinity [October 2000];
Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Heights and Vicinity (Planning Area 764)
[November 2000]; Town of Brentwood Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [2000];
Approved Anacostia Trails Heritage Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage
Tourism [September 2001]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Greenbelt
Metro Area [October 2001]; Approved Town of Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town Center Zone
Development Plan [January 2004); Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Morgan
Boulevard and Largo Town Center Metro Areas [May 2004); Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for the Prince George’s County Gateway Arts District [November 2004]; Approved Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Tuxedo Road/ Arbor Street/Cheverly Metro Area [April
2005]; Approved Master Plan for Bowie and Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas
714, 71B, 744, 74B. [February 2006]; Approved Suitland Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development
Plan [February 2006]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the East Glenn Dale
Area for portions of Planning Area 70 [March 2006]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for the Henson Creek- South Potomac Planning Area [April 2006]; Approved Transit District
Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment for the West Hyattsville Transit
District Overlay Zone [July 2006]; Approved Westphalia Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
[February 2007]; Approved Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June
2007]; Approved Public Safety Facilities Master Plan [March 2008]; Approved Capitol Heights Transit
District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [July 2008]; Approved
Branch Avenue Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [September 2008]; Approved
Landover Gateway Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2009); Approved Port Towns Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [October 2009); Approved Countywide Master Plan of
Transportation [November 2009]; Approved Marlboro Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
[November 2009]; Approved Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan [November 2009]; Approved

41



PGCPB:No. 16-144
Page 2

Water Resources Functional Master Plan [January 2010]; Approved Bowie State MARC Station Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [January 2010]; Glenn Dale-Seabrook-Lanham and Vicinity
Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment, [March 2010]; Approved New Carrollton Transit
District Development Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [May 2010]; Approved
Central US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Subregion 4
Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for Subregion I (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62, and 64) [June 2010]; Approved Historic Sites
and Districts Plan [June 2010]; Central Annapolis Road Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [October 2010]; Approved City of Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development
Plan [November 2010]; The Approved Greenbelt Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment [March 2013]; Approved Subregion 5 Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [July 2013]; Approved Largo Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map

Amendment [December 2013]; Approved Subregion 6 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment
[December 2013]; Approved Eastover/Forest Heights/Glassmanor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment (SMA) [February 2014]; Approved Landover Metro Area and MD 202 Corridor Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2014]; Approved Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan
and Sectional Map Amendment [February 2014]; Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan
[May 2014]; The Approved College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan [March
2015]; Approved Prince George’s Plaza Transit District Development Plan and Proposed Transit
District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [September 2015); The Approved Central Branch Avenue
Corridor Revitalization Sector Plan [2013]; and

WHEREAS, the planning area of Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide
Functional Master Plan is generally comprised of the properties bounded by Howard County to the north,
Anne Arundel and Calvert Counties to the east, Charles County to the south, and Montgomery County
and the District of Columbia to the west; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan is to provide broad
countywide strategies and recommendations as a tool to guide future development activity and
preservation, and to provide a foundation to achieve its stated goals; and

WHEREAS, on December 1, 2016 the Planning Board held a public worksession on Preliminary
Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan to examine the transcript analysis of
testimony presented at the September 27, 2016 joint public hearing and exhibits received before the close
of the record on October 12, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner Bailey
seconded by Commissioner Geraldo, voted 4-0 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, Hewlett, and
Doerner voting in favor of the motion (Commissioner Washington temporarily absent) to admit five items
of late testimony received after October 12, 2016 into the public record during the December 1, 2016

worksession; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner
Geraldo seconded by Commissioner Bailey, voted 4-0 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, Hewlett, and
Doermer voting in favor of the motion (Commissioner Washington temporarily absent) to accept the staff
recommendation to keep the Sacred Heart (Whitemarsh) properties inside the growth boundary and
change from SGA Tier III to Tier II; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner

Underline indicates new language
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Geraldo seconded by Commissioner Bailey, voted 4-0 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, Hewlett, and
Doerner voting in favor of the motion (Commissioner Washington temporarily absent) to keep the Melvin
property outside the growth boundary and in SGA Tier IV; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner
Geraldo seconded by Commissioner Bailey, voted 4-0 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, Hewlett, and
Doerner voting in favor of the motion (Commissioner Washington temporarily absent) to keep the Chung
property outside the growth boundary and in SGA Tier IV; and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner
Geraldo seconded by Commissioner Bailey, voted 3-1 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, and Hewlett
voting in favor of and Commissioner Doerner voting against the motion (Commissioner Washington
temporarily absent) to move the Thomas property inside the growth boundary and to retain in SGA Tier I;
and

WHEREAS, the Prince George’s County Planning Board on the motion of Commissioner
Geraldo seconded by Commissioner Bailey, voted 3-1 with Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, and Hewlett
voting in favor of and Commissioner Doerner voting against the motion (Commissioner Washington
temporarily absent) to move the Robin Dale property inside the growth boundary and to retain in SGA
Tier I, and

WHEREAS, the Prince George's County Planning Board determined to amend said Preliminary
Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, in response to said public
testimony, and to adopt the functional master plan and transmit the plan with further amendments,
extensions, deletions, and additions in response to the public hearing record, as follows:

SECTION I: OVERVIEW
e On page 4, under “Which elements update existing plans and how?”” amend the text to state:

1. An update to the 2005 Approved Countywide Green Infrastructure Plan and expanding
the definition of Green Infrastructure.

2. A new functional master plan for agriculture and forestry resources that also updates and
replaces the 2012 Adopted and Approved Priority Preservation Area Functional Master
Plan (PPA) polices and strategies and maintains the PPA boundaries except for technical
corrections.

3. An update to the state-mandated map showing septic tiers.

4. An update to the Plan 2035 growth boundary.

4-5. A new functional master plan for rural character and viewshed conservation that
consolidates the recommendations from numerous previously approved plans and
prepared studies.

$-6. An update to the boundaries of the Anacostia Trails Heritage Area.

e On page 7, amend the first bullet to state: “The Maryland Department of Planning and the
Maryland Agricultural Land Preservation Foundation kas have jointly certified Prince George’s
County’s preservation program...”

Underline indicates new language
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SECTION II: GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN: A COUNTYWIDE FUNCTIONAL MASTER
PLAN

e Replace all references to “Piscataway National Park” and “Greenbelt National Park” with
“Piscataway Park” and “Greenbelt Park,” respectively, with added clarifying language as needed
to identify the parks as being National.

e  On page 20, under “Conservation of Green Infrastructure” amend the text on the last line to state:
“... broad—conservation of natural resources; and energy resources; and-human-resourees are
included.”

e On page 23, under “Measurable Objectives” amend the last sentence of the first paragraph to
state: “The 2017 GI Plan narrows the focus of its measurable objectives to twe-pelieyareas
three objectives that provide the most tangible and measurable benefits to human health—water

quality, and forest and tree canopy coverage, and greening the built environment.”

e On page 35, under “Mapping Special Conservation Areas 9. Piscataway National Park and Mount
Vernon Viewshed” remove the last paragraph except for the last sentence:

Development surrounding the park should

continue to protect the viewshed and protect the water quality of the Potomac.

e  On page 44, under “Planting Trees Where They Will Survive” amend the last sentence to
state: “The current Zoning Ordinance, Landscape Manual, and Road Code and associated
Standards were originally written with a suburban growth model in mind...”

e On page 47, amend the second sentence of the third paragraph in the right-hand column of
“Table 2. Possible Solutions to Climate Change Threats” to state: ““... Because Prince
George’s County obtains most of its public drinking water supply from the Patuxent and

Potomac Rivers...”

e On page 50, amend Policy 2.2 to state: “Revise applicable ordinances and/or standards to
allow the use of flexible design standards to minimize impervious surfaces; reduce
fragmentation of existing forests and habitats; establish new linkages through planting and/or
restoration; and minimize ecological impacts.”

e On page 54, amend Policy 5.10 to state: “Identify strategies to reduce impervious surfaces by
amending the County Code and/or Standards and coordinating with County agencies.
Include in this discussion the reduction of parking requirements, use of shared drive aisles

Underline indicates new language
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and driveways, and the sizes of roadways.”

e On page 58, amend Policy 11.3 to state: “Review and amend the County Code¢ and Road
Code and/or Standards to ensure that new roadway lighting meets the guidelines for
minimization of light spill-over and sky glow, provides lighting in the appropriate spectrums,
and relies wherever possible on low-energy light sources such as LED or solar-powered street
lights.”

SECTION III: AGRICULTURE CONSERVATION PLAN: A COUNTYWIDE FUNCTIONAL
MASTER PLAN

e On page 85, Map 7. 3. Thomas Property: Amend the Growth Boundary to move the Thomas
Property inside the Growth Boundary, and amend the Sustainable Growth and Agricultural
Preservation Act tier from “Tier III” to “Tier I” and caption as follows: 2047-SGA-—TFier:TFierHI

2017 Resource Conservation Plan: Property within growth boundary (see Attachment 1).

e On page 85, Map 7. 4. Robin DaIe Property: Amend the Growth Boundary to move the Robin
Dale Property inside the Growth Boundary and amend the Sustainable Growth and Agricultural
Preservation Act tier from “Tier III” to “Tier I” and remove the caption “2047-SGA-Tier:+Tier
HI” to replace with “2017 Resource Conservation Plan: Property within growth boundary”
(see Attachment 1).

e On page 85, amend the title of Map 7 as follows: “Technical Corrections to the Sustainable
Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map and Growth Boundary for Prince George’s
County (Continued)” (see Attachment 1).

e On page 28, “Map 1. 2017 Countywide Green Infrastructure Network™ amend the growth
boundary to reflect the amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale properties as shown in
Attachment 1 (see Attachment 2).

e On page 32, “Map 2. Special Conservation Areas” amend the growth boundary to reflect the
amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale properties as shown in Attachment 1 (see Attachment

i

e  On page 39, “Map 3. Watershed Condition Ratings” amend the growth boundary to reflect the
amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale properties as shown in Attachment 1 (see Attachment
4).

e On page 69, under “Background” amend the second sentence in the third paragraph to state: “This
plan updates and replaces the 2012 Priority Preservation Area (PPA) Functional Master Plan.”

e On page 70, amend the text in the first paragraph to state: “Ne-ether Two growth boundary
changes to-the-boundaries are being proposed as part of this plan.”

e On page 70, under “Analysis of 2012 Priority Preservation Area Plan Strategy Implementation
To-date” amend the last sentence in the first paragraph to state: “Prince George’s County has
received certification of its agricultural land preservation program through the Maryland
Department of Planning (MDP) and the Maryland Agricultural Land Preservation Foundation
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(MALPF), and has strengthened the existing right-to-farm legislation.”
e On pages 72 and 97, replace “Article 66B” with “Land Use Article.”

e On page 73, amend the sentence after the first set of bullets to state: “The certification of Prince

George’s County’s agriculture program in February 2014 by the Maryland-Agrieultural-and

Preservation Foundation{ MDP and MALPF) jointly reflects the County’s commitment to
agriculture as a viable, long-term, and necessary element or our economy.

e On page 78, under “Maryland Agricultural Land Preservation Foundation” amhend the third
sentence to state: “Since 1977, the Foundation has worked in every county, helping the State of
Maryland to preserve in perpetuity ever296;000 just under the milestone of 300,000 acres on
more than 2,000 farms, more agricultural land than any other state in the country.”

e On page 81, under “Land Conservation Through State Programs and Legislation” amend the first
sentence to state: “The 2012 PPA Plan has only been in place for a limited time, but the progress
has been 51gmficant glven the certlﬁcatlon of the agrlcultural conservation program by the

; oF MDP and MALPF jointly in 20134
and other leglsIatwn that has been approved in recent years.”

e On page 82, “Map 4. Technical Corrections to the Priority Preservation Area for Prince George’s
County” amend the growth boundary to reflect the amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale

properties as shown in Attachment 1, and in the legend replace “Maryland-Department-of
Planning” with “Maryland Department of Natural Resources.” (see Attachment 5).

e On page 83, “Map 5. 2017 Priority Preservation Area for Prince George’s County” amend the
growth boundary to reflect the amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale properties as shown in

Attachment 1, and in the legend replace “Maryland Department-of Planning” with “Marvland

Department of Natural Resources.” (see Attachment 6).

e On page 84, amend the title of Map 6 as follows: “Technical Corrections to the Sustainable
Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map and Growth Boundary for Prince George’s
County,” amend the growth boundary and SGA Tiers to reflect the amendments to the Thomas
and Robin Dale properties as shown in Attachment 1, and amend the text to state: “This map
highlights five technical corrections to the tiers established in compliance with the Sustainable
Growth and Agricultural Preservation (SGA) Act in 2012 or to the growth boundary and are
described on the facing page. Three of Fthese corrections (1, 2, and 5) result from changes
made in Plan Prince George’s 2035 or the master plans of Subreglons—S—&&d 6—&Bd—a-re

deseribed-on-the facing page.

Two of the correctlons (3 and 4) are the
result of the 2012 SGA Tier changes.” (See Attachment 7.)

e On page 86, “Map 8. 2017 Sustainable Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map” amend
the growth boundary and SGA Tiers to reflect the amendments to the Thomas and Robin Dale
properties as shown in Attachment 1 (see Attachment 8).

e On page 91, amend Policy 5.1 as follows: “Allow a broad spectrum of new uses, including agri-
tourism, on agricultural and forested lands, as long as those uses continue to focus on agriculture

Underline indicates new language
ndi aletad
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and forestry or related uses and do not take exﬁfing‘ agricultural or forested land out of
production.”

SECTION IV: RURAL CHARACTER CONSERVATION PLAN: A COUNTYWIDE
FUNCTIONAL MASTER PLAN

e Onpage 121, amend Policy 1.2 as follows: “Ensure that the uses allowed in rural areas are
appropriate to preserve rural character while insuring that externalities such as traffic are

addressed. An overconcentration of industrial uses should be discouraged.”

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Prince George’s County Planning Board of
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission does hereby adopt the Resource
Conservation Plan: A Countywide Functional Master Plan, said plan being an amendment to the
Approved Master Plan for Langley Park-College Park-Greenbelt and Vicinity and Adopted Sectional
Map Amendment for Planning Areas 63, 66, and 67 [October 1989 and May 1990]; Adpproved Master
Plan and Adopted Sectional Map Amendment for Largo- Lottsford (Planning Area 73) [July 1990];
Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Melwood- Westphalia (Planning Areas 77 and
78) [March 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Bladensburg-New
Carrollton and Vicinity (Planning Area 69) [May 1994]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment for Planning Area 68 [May 1994]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for
the Addison Road Metro Town Center and Vicinity [October 2000]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment for the Heights and Vicinity (Planning Area 764) [November 2000); Town of
Brentwood Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [2000]; Approved Anacostia Trails Heritage
Area Management Plan: A Functional Master Plan for Heritage Tourism [September 2001]; Approved
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Greenbelt Metro Area [October 2001]; Approved
Town of Riverdale Park Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [January 2004]; Approved
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for Morgan Boulevard and Largo Town Center Metro Areas
[May 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Prince George's County
Gateway Arts District [November 2004]; Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the
Tuxedo Road/ Arbor Street/Cheverly Metro Area [April 2005]; Approved Master Plan for Bowie and
Vicinity and Sectional Map Amendment for Planning Areas 714, 71B, 744, 74B. [February 2006];
Approved Suitland Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [February 2006]; Approved Sector
Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the East Glenn Dale Area for portions of Planning Area 70
[March 2006]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for the Henson Creek- South
Potomac Planning Area [April 2006]; Approved Transit District Development Plan and Transit District
Overlay Zoning Map Amendment for the West Hyattsville Transit District Overlay Zone [July 2006];
Approved Westphalia Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [February 2007]; Approved
Bladensburg Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2007]; Approved Public
Safety Facilities Master Plan [March 2008]; Approved Capitol Heights Transit District Development
Plan and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [July 2008]; Approved Branch Avenue
Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [September 2008]; Approved Landover Gateway
Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [May 2009]; Approved Port Towns Sector Plan and Sectional
Map Amendment [October 2009]; Approved Countywide Master Plan of Transportation [November
2009]; Approved Marlboro Pike Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [November 2009]; Approved
Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan [November 2009]; Approved Water Resources Functional
Master Plan [January 2010]; Approved Bowie State MARC Station Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [January 2010]; Glenn Dale-Seabrook—Lanham and Vicinity Approved Sector Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment, [March 2010]; Approved New Carrolilton Transit District Development Plan
and Transit District Overlay Zoning Map Amendment [May 2010]; Approved Central US 1 Corridor
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Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Subregion 4 Master Plan and
Sectional Map Amendment [June 2010]; Approved Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment for
Subregion I (Planning Areas 60, 61, 62, and 64) [June 2010]; Approved Historic Sites and Districts Plan
[June 2010]; Central Annapolis Road Approved Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [October
2010]; Approved City of Mount Rainier Mixed-Use Town Center Zone Development Plan [November
2010]; The Approved Greenbelt Metro Area and MD 193 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [March 2013); Approved Subregion 5 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [July
2013]; Approved Largo Town Center Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December 2013];
Approved Subregion 6 Master Plan and Sectional Map Amendment [December 2013]; Approved
Eastover/Forest Heights/Glassmanor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment (SMA) [February
2014); Approved Landover Metro Area and MD 202 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [May 2014]; Approved Southern Green Line Station Area Sector Plan and Sectional Map
Amendment [February 2014]; Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan [May 2014]; The
Approved College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan [March 2015]; Approved
Prince George’s Plaza Transit District Development Plan and Proposed Transit District Overlay Zoning
Map Amendment [September 20151; The Approved Central Branch Avenue Corridor Revitalization

Sector Plan [2013]; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that an attested copy of the adopted plan, and all parts thereof,
shall be certified by the Commission and transmitted to the District Council of Prince George's County
for its approval pursuant to the Land Use Article, Annotated Code of Maryland and Section 27-645(c) of
the Prince George’s County Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this adoption shall be recorded by an appropriate Certificate
of Adoption containing the identifying signature of the Chairman of The Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission and shall be affixed to this resolution with a notation indicating: “This
resolution is to be used in conjunction with the Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan: A Countywide

Functional Master Plan.”

* * * * * * * * * * * * *

Underline indicates new language
indi seloted

48



PGCPB No. 16-144
Page 9

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution, as revised by the
Prince George's County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission on the motion of Commissioner Bailey seconded by Commissioner Geraldo, with
Commissioners Bailey, Geraldo, Hewlett, and Doerner voting in favor of the motion (Commissioner
Washington temporarily absent) to approve this resolution at its regular meeting held on Thursday,
December 1, 2016 in Upper Marlboro, Maryland.

Adopted by the Prince George's County Planning Board this 15th day of December, 2016.

Patricia Colihan Barney
Executive Director

By  Jessica Jones '
Planning Board Administrator

APPRQOVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY
M-NCPBC Legal Department

v (2/1S/1C
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Attachment 1

Map 7. Technical Corrections to the Sustainable Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map
and Growth Boundary for Prince George’s County (Continued)

1. Sacred Heart Properties

2012 SGA Tier:
Tierlll

2014 Plan Prince
George's 2035:
Growth boundary
expanded to
include these
properties.

2017 SGA Tier:
Tierll

2012 5GA Tier:

| Tierlll

| 2014 Plan Prince
| George's 2035:
Growth boundary
expanded to
include these
properties

2017 5GA Tier:
Tierll

IMENE B

3.Thomas Property

|| 2009 Approved

| Subregion 5 Plan
| (laterveided by
court order):
Property within

+ growth boundary
2012 SGA Tier:
Tier |

2013 Approved
Subregion 5 Plan:
Property outside
arowth boundary

| 2017 Resource

. Property within
51 growth boundary

< Conservation Plan:

4. Robin Dale Prope

2009 Approved 2013 Approved Subregion 5 Plan:
Subregion 5 Plan Property outside growth boundary
(Iater voided by 2017 Resource Conservation Plan:
court order): Property within growth boundary
Property within

growth boundary

2012 5GA Tier:

Tier|

2009 Approved

2013 Approved Subregion 6 Plan:
Subregion 6 Plan Property outside growth boundary
(ater voided by 2017 SGA Tier:
court order): Tier IV
Property within
growth boundary
2012 SGA Tier:
TierlI

MRS
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Attachment 2

Map 1. 2017 Countywide Green Infrastructure Network

Regulated Areas represent a conceptual
delineation of connected regulated
environmental features including streams,
wetlands and their buffers, the 100-year
floodplain, and their adjacent steep slopes.
The features shown are the known locations
- of regulated features at a large scale. This
delineation should not be used for land
development purposes. Approval of a Natural
Resource Inventory is required to confirm the
locations of regulated environmental
features (streams, wetlands, floodplains).

Evaluation Areas include patches of land
known to contain one or more sensitive
environmental features of concern such as
interior forests (to focus connectivity on the
—— largest remaining blocks of forests), areas of
- predicted wetland migration (to address
climate change), and protected lands (to ensure
connectivity to previous conservation efforts).
Evaluation Areas are used to look more closely
at the role the location plays in conserving
sensitive resources and preserving or
establishing land-based connections within ¢ 3 Wy, | 0 (g,
the network. f 1 Bl A

Mapping Criteria for Evaluation Area:

To be induded in the Evaluation Area,

patches must be:

a. 1acre or greater in size

b. within 200 feet of another patch
inside the Beltway

¢. within 600 feet of another patch
outside the Beltway

and

d. atleast 50 feet wide outside the
Beltway and no minimum width
inside the Beltway

Legend

I Regulated Area N Plan 2035 Growth Boundary BN Inside the Beltway !

~ Evaluation Area Outside the Beltway, within the Growth Boundary
QOutside the Growth Boundary (Rural and Agricultural Area)
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Attachment 3

Map 2. Special Conservation Areas

.
:7'3 o
Special Conservation Areas & B ‘ -
1. Beltsville Agricultural Research Center Iy ' B8
2. Patuxent Research Refuge ¥ *,
3. Greenbelt National Park /
4. Anacostia River [ /
5. BeltWoods /_/ .
6. Suitland Bog ) 4B
7. Patuxent River Corridor ./i\— >, Ry 7N T\
8. Jug Bay Complex Nl )
9. Piscataway National Park / Mount Vernon Viewshed '};{ j! -
10. Mattawoman Creek Stream Valley b
11. Cedarville State Forest / Zekiah Swamp Watershed
12. Potomac River Shoreline
13. Broad Creek £
. X
Q'&(Qp
12 &
A\
% “
X : 1
: |55
[

2 " N /
X

Note: Special Conservation Areas comprise areas of
significant conservation concern. These areas should 4
be carefully considered when land use and public )
acquisition decisions are made to ensure that the 1
ecological functions of these areas are protected or )
restored and that critical ecological connections are 4
established and/or maintained.

WA b

Legend Mﬂes[ﬁ;:zg—
3 4 5
R Special Conservation Areas N Plan 2035 Growth Boundary

Final Green Infrastructure Network ﬁ
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Attachment 4

Map 3. Watershed Condition Ratings

Watershed Condition Rating

- Good
[ rar
[:[ Poor
- Very Poor

:E 1- Anacostia River

L_:] 2 - Mattawoman Creek
I 3 - Oxon Creek

{:| 4 - Upper Patuxent River

[ | 5- Middle Patuxent River
:] 6 - Lower Patuxent River
D 7 - Piscataway Creek

I 3- Upper Potomac River (tidal)
[ | 9-Middle Potomac River (tidal)
B - Rocky Gorge Dam

- 11 - Western Branch

I 12- Zekiah Swamp

Note: The methodology that was used to prepare
these condition ratings is discussed in the report
“Water Quality: Summary of Bioassessments,
1999 — 2013” available in the RCP Technical Summary.
Watershed delineations are from the Maryland Department
of Natural Resources.

Legend Niles ———

N Plan 2035 Growth Boundary
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Attachment 5

Map 4. Technical Corrections to the Priority Preservation Area for Prince George’s County

1. Sacred Heart Properties

2012 PPA Status:
In PPA

2014 Plan Prince George's 2035:

Growth boundary expanded to
include these properties.

m ;
a"" g

2. James et al. Properties

2016 PPA Status:
Not in PPA

& NVIRIN { l'—{’{_'_'r
2012 PPA Status:
Notin PPA due to mapping error
2013 Subregion 6 Plan:
Properties outside growth
boundary; within PPA Note: This map shows the 2012 Priority Preservation Area (PPA) boundaries, |
2016 PPA Status: with two technical corrections that are required as a result of changes made W
Properties continue to be in PPA in other plans. None of the corrections proposed result from the preparation
of the Resource Conservation Plan.
Preserved Farm Program ”"ﬂ
=7 Historic Agriculture Resource - : Plan 2035
Preservation Program :] Rl Legary :] Fiipty Preseryation Area Growth Boundary

Maryland Agricultural Land
Preservation Foundation

EF Maryland Department of Natural Resources :I Property Subject
Maryland Environmental Trust Easement to Correction
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Attachment 6

Map 5. 2017 Priority Preservation Area for Prince George’s County

Note: As part of the preparation of the Countywide Agriculture Plan
the Priority Preservation Area boundaries were not amended because

they are part of a master plan approved in 2012 with a 20-year implementation
timeframe, and because the PPA is part of a commitment to the State regarding

designated areas.

Miles S Sa—

Legend '
o Historic Agriculture Resource s . Plan 2035
8 d Rural Legac Priority Preservation Area
- Preservation Program E——J B — y Growth Boundary
Maryland Agricultural Land Maryland Department of Natural Resources I-:] Property Subject
Preservation Foundation ~~ " Maryland Environmental Trust Easement to Correction
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Attachment 7

Map 6. Technical Corrections to the Sustainable Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map
and Growth Boundary for Prince George’s County

This map highlights five technical corrections
to the tiers established in compliance with

the Sustainable Growth and Agricultural
Preservation (SGA) Act in 2012 or to the growth
boundary and are described on the facing page.
Three of these corrections (1, 2, and 5) result
from changes made in Plan Prince George's
2035 or the master plan of Subregion 6. Two of
the corrections (3 and 4) are the result of the

2012 5GA Tier changes.
-
4..
=
SGA Tiers (2017) il I ——w—
I Tier | (Sewer Categories 3 & 4) Tier Il (Sewer Categories 6) [ Property Subject to Correction A A
Tier Il (Sewer Category 5) [ Tier IV (Sewer Categories 6) N Plan 2035 Growth Boundary ﬁ
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Attachment 8

Map 8. 2017 Sustainable Growth and Agricultural Preservation Act Map

SGA Tiers (2017)
I Tier | (Sewer Categories 3 & 4) Tier Il (Sewer Categories 6) N Plan 2035 Growth Boundary

Tier Il (Sewer Category 5) I Tier IV (Sewer Categories 6)
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Item 5b

NN

THE|MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
| ] 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772

TTY: (301) 952-4366
www.mncppc.org/pgco

301-952-3650

"‘ Prince George’s County Planning Department
Countywide Planning Division

April 4, 2017
MEMORANDUM
TO: The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
VIA: Andree Green Checkley, Planning Director, Office of the Plangy Director7 | \d

Debra Borden, Principal Counsel, Legal Office, M-NCPPC (.. |
Derick Berlage, Chief, Countywide Planning Division D

FROM: Maria Ann Martin, Planning Supervisor, Special Projects Section, Countywide Planning
Division

SUBJECT: Commission Resolution of Adoption for Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral in
Prince George’s County

Attached for your review and approval is the Full Commission Resolution Number 17-07 to adopt the
revision to the Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral for Prince George’s County.

The revisions to the 2014 Adopted Uniform Standards were drafted to include a discussion of the
Mandatory Referral In-Take process, changes to reflect the inclusion of this new process, and the
dismissal of dormant Mandatory Referral cases. Other changes were made for clarity of the text. All
changes are in red. All text that is deleted is shown as strikethrough text.

In addition, attached for your information is the draft newspaper notice of adoption of the Uniform
Standards for your review.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Full Commission approve the resolution of adoption.
Attachments:

Attachment 1 — Full Commission Resolution Number 17-07
Attachment 2 — Draft newspaper notice of adoption
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ATTACHMENT 1

M-NCPPC No. 17-07
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission (the “Commission”)
is a body politic and corporate agency of the State of Maryland established pursuant to the Annotated
Code of Maryland, Land Use Article, at Section 15-101; and

WHEREAS, the Commission is empowered under the Land Use Article at Section 20-305 to
adopt Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral pertaining to the review and approval of the location
and construction of certain public facilities situated within the Maryland-Washington Regional District
(the “Regional District™) under certain circumstances as specified therein; and

WHEREAS, upon the duly advertised public hearing held on March 30, 2017, the Commission’s
Prince George’s County Planning Board has approved and adopted the Uniform Standards For Mandatory
Referral Review (the “Prince George’s County Standards™) to be given effect as of the date of this
Resolution, for that portion of the Regional District situated within Prince George’s County only; and

WHEREAS, a true and correct copy of the Prince George’s County Standards are annexed to this
Resolution as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the Commission desires to ratify and adopt the Prince George’s County Standards,
as provided by this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, the Commission desires for the Planning Board to implement the standards within
its county jurisdiction to ensure the orderly administration of the law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that The Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission does hereby ratify and adopt Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review
for Prince George’s County as annexed hereto at Exhibit A; and

BE IT FURTHER, RESOLVED, that, within Prince George’s County, the Prince George’s
County Planning Board shall effectuate the said Prince George’s County Standards in accordance with its
terms; and

BE IT FURTHER, RESOLVED, that, as soon as practicable, the appropriate Commission
officials are hereby authorized, and shall cause, the publication of a notice of the action so taken by this
Resolution, as required under Section 20-305(b) of the Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland.

¥ x % % * %

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by The Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission on motion of Commissioner X, seconded by
Commissioner X, with Commissioners X, X, X, and X voting in favor of the motion, with Commissioners
X, X, X, and X voting against, with Commissioners X, X, X, and X being absent, at its regular meeting
held on Wednesday, May 17, 2017, in Riverdale, Maryland.

Patricia Colihan Barney

APPR AL SUFFICIENCY Executive Director
M-NCPPC Legal Department
e 2/21/ 17
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Exhibit A

PROPOSED REVISIONS
TO

PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ADOPTED
UNIFORM STANDARDS FOR
MANDATORY REFERRAL REVIEW

MANDATORY
REFERRALS

Adopted: July 18, 2012
Effective: September 1, 2012
Updated: September 17, 2014
Updated: Month XX, 2017

Prince George’s County Department of Planning
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive, Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

>y
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Section I: | Introduction

Sections 20-301 through 305" of the Land Use Article of the Maryland Annotated

~ Code require all federal, state, and local governments, and public and private
utilities to submit proposed projects for a Mandatory Referral review and approval
by the Commission. In Prince George’s County the Planning Board is the
statutorily created body under the Land Use Article, and performs the duties of
“the Commission.” This document will use the term “Planning Board,” instead of
“the Commission.”

The law is briefly stated, but has a very broad application. It requires that the
Planning Board review and approve the proposed location, character, grade and
extent of any road, park, public way or ground, public (including federal) building
or structure, or public utility (whether publicly or privately owned) prior to the
project being located, constructed, or authorized.

The Planning Board must also review the widening, extension, relocation,
narrowing, vacation, abandonment, or change of use of any road, park or public
way or ground, and the acquisition or sale of any land by any public board, body,
or official.

The Planning Board must conduct its review within 60 days of the submission of
a complete application, unless a longer period is granted by the applicant. The
Planning Board’s failure to act within 60 days is deemed an approval, unless the
applicant agrees to extend the review period. In case of disapproval, the law
requires the Planning Board to communicate its reasons to the applicant agency.
In practice, the Planning Board will communicate its approval, approval with
conditions comments, and disapproval, with the reasons for its actions, to the
applicant agency. Mandatory Referral review and comments by the Planning
Board are advisory in that the statute allows the applicant to overrule the
Planning Board’s disapproval, or any senditiens-comments attached to approval,
and proceed.

See Attachment 1 for the full text of the law.

Section ll: Mandatory Referral In-Take Questionnaire

To determine if the project is eligible for mandatory referral, the Legal
.Department associated with the Prince George's County Planning Department
will review the Mandatory Referral Intake Questionnaire and determine what type
of review should be conducted on a project. This will be forwarded to the

! Formerly Section 7-112 of the Regional District Act, Mandatory Referrals and approval procedures
after adoption of master plan of highways
3 | Draft Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review
| in Prince George’s County.
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Planning Department staff to prepare a letter for the Planning Director’s
signature.

The applicant agency will receive a letter from the Planning Director that notifies
them if the proposed project qualifies as a mandatory referral, or is exempt from
the mandatory referral process, or should be reviewed under the entitiement
process?. If the project qualifies as a mandatory referral, the type of review
(administrative or full Planning Board review) will be included in the letter along
with a case number and a case manager’'s name and contact information.

The applicant agency should contact the listed case manager to coordinate the
application submittal requirements and set a schedule to review the project.

Section lll: Pre-submission Coordination

Pre-application meetings between Planning Department staff and the application
agency are encouraged. These meetings provide an opportunity for the
appropriate agency and the Planning Department staff to discuss public projects
prior to finalizing the design and provide an opportunity to determine if the
Mandatory Referral process or the entitlement process is the appropriate venue.
During the pre-application period, opportunities for coordination with private
development can occur. The Planning Department will provide staff from each
Division to identify issues from a wide range of functional perspectives, to
consider solutions, to resolve any conflicting comments between staff, and to
finalize the application requirements during the pre-application meetings. The
chief or supervisor will resolve any conflicting issues. The pre-application
meetings provide a significant opportunity for agencies to produce public facilities
and buildings that are on time and cost efficient. The pre-application meetings
should consider the following:

e Review of zoning and development standards

e Outreach method
e Final Mandatory Referral submittal requirements

1. The Department of Planning staff (the staff) will advise the applicant to
work with the staff in the early stages of a project’s program and design
development. The staff will advise the applicant about potential impacts

? The term “Entitlement Process” refers to those applications that must comply with the County Zoning
Ordinance requirements and are not subject to Mandatory Referral.

4 | Draft Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review

in Prince George’s County.
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and concerns in terms of proposed land use, consistency with the area
master plan, other related projects, and community issues.

2 The staff will advise the applicant to seek community input before formally
submitting the project for Mandatory Referral. This may include requesting
the applicant to send appropriate, adequate, and timely public notice to
adjacent, and adjoining property owners, and, if necessary, the subject
property owner. The staff will help in the process as needed, including
establishing review benchmarks.

3. The staff will work with the applicant to determine the information needed
to review any proposal based on its nature and scope. A suggested list of
possible plans and other items is included in this package (see Section llI:
Submission Requirements).

Section IV: Submission Requirements

A list of suggested materials, including any narrative description, plans,
sketches, photographs, and other material that may be needed for the Mandatory
Referral review, is included here as a guide. Some of these items may be
“needed before others in the review process (e-g--Natural-Resource-thventery;
Tree Conservation-Plan). Some may be needed only as preliminary concepts.
Therefore, applicants are advised to consult with staff to determine
which materials will be needed, and in what sequence, since not all
proposals will need everything on the following list. The plans and
documents submitted for the Mandatory Referral should be at a scale sufficient to
determine the compatibility, character, scope, quality, and scale of a project. All
formal-requests-and applications must be from the head of the applicant agency,
or a representative public official of the agency, and addressed to the Planning
Director of the Department of Planning. A complete application (number of copies
and format of the submission to be determined by the staff) should be submitted
to the Prince George’s County Planning Department, Countywide Planning
Division, Special Projects Section, 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive, Upper
Marlboro, Maryland 20772.

1. Written narrative of the proposal generally describing the project location,
access, surrounding land uses and other existing conditions, proposed
uses, scale and size of proposed structures, and other significant features
of the proposal including, but not limited to the following:

Draft Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review
in Prince George’s County.
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a. The hours of operation and the types of use(s) proposed within the
structure(s), or on the property under consideration;

b. Whether the proposed project is consistent with the county’s
General Plan, functional plans such as the Countywide Master Plan
of Transportation, Green-nfrastructure-Plan; the approved and
adopted area master plan(s) or sector plan(s), and other public
plans, policies, or programs for the area. Any deviation or lack of
consistency should be fully explained,;

;. A Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Impact Statement that includes an
analysis of the effect of the project on pedestrian and bicyclist
access and safety, and the identification of any capital and/or
operating modifications, including road re-construction plans and
road re-striping plans, that may be required to promote and
maximize safe pedestrian and bicyclist access on the project site,
and in the surrounding area;

d. Whether the proposed typical roadway and pathway section meets
the applicable state and county standard(s). If not, the necessary
waivers requested, or to be requested, from any applicable agency
or municipality, and the reasons for those waivers should be
described,;

e. The status of a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) application, if
the project would affect county-designated historic resources, sites,
or districts. For state or federally funded projects, indicate the
status of comments by the Maryland Historical Trust. If any
historical resources, sites, or districts would be impacted, state the
proposed measures to be undertaken to limit impacts, and any
remedial measures to mitigate, the identified impacts;

L Phasing schedule or plan, if applicable;

g. A description of the manner in which any land intended for common
or quasi-public use, but not proposed to be in public ownership, will
be held, owned, and maintained in perpetuity for the indicated
purposes;

h. Funding source(s) for the project: county, state, federal, and/or
private;

i. List of permits needed from other agencies. (The Mandatory
Referral process does not exempt any project from the need to
meet the requirements of any other entitlement process.)
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]: A description of the potential impacts to public parkland or land
owned by M-NCPPC, if applicable, and an explanation of what
efforts have been made to minimize these impacts and what
mitigation will be undertaken; and

K. For all projects involving buildings or other structures, a statement
on whether or not the proposed project will seek United States
Green Building Council Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED), or equivalent green building certification. If the
project is not going to seek LEED or equivalent certification, provide
a LEED scorecard indicating the degree to which the project would
be eligible for such certification;

General location map showing the relationship of the subject property to
existing and proposed surrounding development, land uses and zoning,
park property, traffic network, public amenities, community facilities, and
historic properties (County and National Register).

Site Plan describing the location of all new and existing uses and
structures, size of the subject property, existing land uses of the subject
and surrounding property, park property lines, proposed limits of
disturbance and quantitative assessment of the disturbed area, location
and areas of all existing and proposed public and private open spaces,
number of existing and proposed parking spaces, calculations of building
coverage, the number and type of dwelling units, and-square footage,
height, and-number of stories of all buildings, and proposed signage.

Utilities and Rights-of-Way map reflecting the location of tract boundaries,
any utility or pipelines traversing the site, easements, and rights-of-way.
All proposed permanent easements and right-of-way takings on park
property must be quantified.

Pedestrian and vehicular circulation plan identifying existing roadway, site
ingress and egress, sidewalks, trails (including equestrian), bikeways,
transit facilities, and all on- and off-site connections to those facilities.
Indicate paving widths and the location of any anticipated median breaks.
Show existing and proposed signage, all striped crosswalks, and provision
of pedestrian push buttons and signal heads. If striped crosswalks are not
provided on all legs of a signalized intersection, indicate where and
explain why not. Movement barriers need to be identified and include:

a. Long crossing distances,

b. Short signal timing,

[ Medians and islands without ramps or cut-throughs,
d. Curbs without curb ramps,

e. Curb ramps without level landings,
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10.

11.

f. Pedestrian actuated signal devices that are difficult to activate or in
hard-to-reach locations, and
g. Lack of information during pedestrian signal phase;

Natural Resource Inventory (NRI) plan that has been reviewed and
approved by M-NCPPC staff, depicting existing wooded areas, streams,
stream buffers, major drainage courses, wetlands, wetland buffers,
100-year-flood-plain, environmentally sensitive areas, and existing
improvements, as well as the identification of any rare, threatened, or
endangered species (see Section } V: Mandatory Referral and Specific

Related Processes) Types-of Review; Full-Planning Board Review;

Tree Conservation plan based upon a correct and complete forest-stand

delineation (See Sectlon V: Mandatory Referral and Specmc Related

Topographic map depicting the general physical characteristics of the site
or sites with contours at an interval no greater than five feet, and slopes of
15 percent and greater.

Stormwater Management Concept plan(s) approved by the Prince
George’s County Department of Public- Werks-andFransportation
Department of Permitting, Inspections and Enforcement (DPIE) or other
agency authorized to approve stormwater management concept plans.

Detailed Site Plan/Landscape plan that shows all improvements as
indicated on the site plan, and the exact location and description of all
plants and other landscaping materials, including size (at time of planting),
spacing, botanical and common names, planting method, and all other
details and schedules required by the 2010 Prince George’s County
Landscape Manual. Show existing trees that are proposed to be removed,
and protection for those trees that are to remain within the limits of
disturbance.

Tree Canopy Coverage schedule shown on the landscape plan in
accordance with Subtitle 25, Division 3 of the Prince George’s County
Code.
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12.  Lighting plan that provides details and specifications of all lighting fixtures,
including pole heights, designs, and locations. A photometric plan should
be provided. Full cut-off optics are encouraged.

13.  Overall concept development plan if the proposed project or phase is a
portion of a larger development plan.

14. Statement of compliance with the Prince George’s County Code Noise
Control Ordinance, Section 19, subsections 120 through 126.

15.  Architectural elevations of all buildings shown in color.

16.  Traffic impact statement or traffic study conducted in substantial
accordance with the Department’s Guidelines for the Analysis of the
Traffic Impact of Development Proposals, describing the effect, if any, on
the local transportation system and the proposed means of addressing
any unmitigated impacts on affected facilities.

17.  Statement of community outreach indicating what the applicant has done
to inform the public, including the neighboring property owners, about the
proposed project. Include dates of meetings or events at which the
applicant shared information, and what, if any, feedback was received,
positive or negative.

18.  Other information as determined at the time of the pre-application
meeting.

Section V: The Mandatory Referral and Specific Related Processes

A. Natural Resource Inventory/ Forest Conservation Plans: The mandatory
referral process may acknowledge the necessity for a Natural Resource
Inventory (NRI) and/or a Tree Conservation Plans (TCP), but they are not
approved as part of the mandatory referral process. NRIs and TCPs are not
required to be submitted with the mandatory referral application; however, they
may be required later in the development process for projects subject to local
permitting. The appllcant will be notified durlng the mandatory referral process

pine if a NRI or TCP

will be requwed

Natural Resource Inventory (NRI) is defined as a plan map and supporting
documentation or letter that provides all required information regarding the
existing physical and environmental conditions on a site that is approved by the
Planning Director or designee as described in the Environmental Technical
Manual as approved and amended by the Planning Board from time to time.
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Forest Conservation: Under the Maryland Forest Conservation Act, approval
authority for forest conservation plans was delegated to the Prince George’s
County Planning Board, or its designee. In some cases, the state may choose to
review cases, particularly state and federal sites, which are subject to the Clean
Water Act. While the Planning Board’s review of Mandatory Referrals is advisory,
its authority to approve tree-conservation-plans{TCP) is final and can have an
impact on whether such projects can proceed. Section 25-119(b)(1)(A) of the
Woodland and Wildlife Conservation Ordinance provides that “all development
applications shall submit either a TCP, or a Letter of Exemption,” prior to
issuance of a grading permit.

B. Critical Area/Conservation Plans: The Critical Area includes all land within
1,000 feet of tidal waters in the state. In Prince George’s County, the Critical
Area is mapped as an overlay zone. Under Title 27 of the Code of Maryland
Regulations (COMAR), approval authority for local development in the Critical
Area is delegated to each county; however, all federal, state, WSSC, and M-
NCPPC park projects are reviewed at the state level by the Critical Area
Commission.

A Critical Area Conservation Plan (CP) may be required for projects, subject to
local permitting. A Mandatory Referral is not required for projects located within
the Critical Area Overlay Zone that require a Conservation Plan (CP) under the
County’s Critical Area Ordinance (Section 5B of the county code), so long as
transportation, historic preservation and community impacts are also reviewed at
the same time.

C. Schools: Closed school properties reviewed in accordance with the Prince
George’s County Board of Education’s Board Policy 2570-Closing of School
Buildings, and the corresponding Administrative Procedure 2571, are to be
reviewed initially when the properties are transferred to the county and the
county prepares a reuse proposal. They may be reviewed a second time when a
specific use is selected and a detailed program of development and schematic
design is prepared. These two steps may be combined into a single review if a
specific use is proposed and schematic plans and other information needed to
process the application are submitted for staff review in a timely manner.

(Note: Reuse of closed school properties differs from disposition in that
properties designated for reuse remain the property of the county and are
subject to long-term leases, whereas disposition entails selling the closed
schools after—among other conditions as cited in Sec. 2-111.01, such as sale,
lease, or other disposition of county property of the County Code—the Planning
Board determines the site is not needed for park or recreation use.)

Sections 27-443, 27-463, and 27-475.06.01 of the Zoning Ordinance do not
require a detailed site plan review of a private educational institution when using
an existing public school, which has been conveyed by the Prince George’s
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County Board of Education to Prince George’s County, if the county maintains
ownership of the facility and operates the school in it, or leases the facility for use
as a private school of any type. Such projects would not be reviewed as
Mandatory Referrals.

Non-public alternative schools will be reviewed as Mandatory Referrals if they
meet all of the following criteria:
1) Prince George’s County special needs students are placed in the facilities;
2) The school is bound by public school law; and
3) The school receives funds from the Prince George’s County Public School
system.

Section VI: Types of Review and Exemptions

After analysis of the project and consultation with the applicant and the
community, the Legal Department will determine if a project is eligible for the ‘
Mandatory Referral process. If the Mandatory Referral process is the appropriate
venue, then the Planning Director and/or the Countywide Planning Division Chief
will determine which of the following types of Mandatory Referral review will be
conducted:

e Administrative review by the staff for minor projects; or
¢ Full Planning Board review;

The Prince George’s County Zoning Ordinance, Division 11, Sections 27-292
through 295, addresses the approval of public buildings and uses, and buildings
and uses on county-owned land. According to the Zoning Ordinance, the District
Council shall approve all public buildings, structures, and uses, except those of
municipal, state, or federal agencies. Section 27- 294(b) recognizes the

Mandatory Referral process Seehen—27—294ée}delegate&te—the—l2|anmﬂg—aea;d

Public projects, such as interior renovations, minor modifications as part of
routine maintenance, minor utility projects, minor sidewalk improvements, or
minor stream restoration projects, should be exempt from review-as-part-ofthe
Mandatory Referral review process.
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A. Administrative Review by the Staff for Minor Projects

This type of review will normally be conducted for small additions, alterations, or
renovations to existing facilities that do not create any significant impact on the
surrounding community, parkland, or natural resources, and are completely in
compliance with applicable laws and regulations. Examples of projects that may
qualify for administrative review are minor modifications conducted as part of
routine maintenance, placement of a small equipment shed on a site, interior
improvements that do not alter or increase the programming capacity of the
facility, a bridge replacement in-kind, sidewalk construction that does not affect
the roadway, minor roadway construction, and other such improvements that do
not change the land use, character, intensity, scale, or nature of the program, or
the facility under review.

No Mandatory Referral hearing or notification will be required for projects
approved through administrative review procedures. A letter from the Planning
Director will notify the applicant that no further Mandatory Referral review is
required for the project. This does not exempt any project from the need to meet
the requirements of any other entitlement process.

B. Full Planning Board Review

This type of review will be conducted for projects that do not fall into the first
category and, therefore, will go through a full Planning Board review with a
Mandatory Referral hearing and notification as described in this package. The
applicant should consult with the Planning Department staff early in project
development to determine when a project should be submitted for review.
Projects should be submitted for Planning Board review as soon as all the
necessary information is complete and there is still enough time to make
changes, if needed, to address the Planning Board’s recommendations.
Generally, a project is to be submitted at 30-35 percent completion during the
design development stage (also referred to as the facility planning, schematic
design, or concept design phase). All site selections and acquisitions, even if
they are consistent with the relevant master plans, must be submitted for
Mandatory Referral before they are finalized.

Some projects may need to be reviewed at more than one stage as a Mandatory
Referral depending upon the nature and type of development proposed. For
example, a property may be initially reviewed by the Planning Board at site
selection, and later for approval of the proposed design of buildings and site
improvements. For large or particularly sensitive projects, the Planning Board
may require a second review when a more detailed design is available. Where
appropriate, two or more actions by the Planning Board may be combined into
one review, e.g., land associated with rights-of-way acquisition in CIP projects
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which may be part of the full project review and not a separate Mandatory
Referral.

A staff report will be produced summarizing comments received from all sections
from which comments were requested. The staff report will include a
recommendation from staff concerning whether the Planning Board should
approve the project, disapprove it, or approve it with suggested modifications.
This does not exempt any project from the need to meet the requirements of any
other applicable entitlement process.

If there may-be is a need for additional information, or the project could
potentially be modified as it continues through the final design stages before
construction, a follow up review by the staff may be needed requested. The staff
will determine if the project needs to be brought back to the Planning Board for a
full review, unless a follow up review is requested by the Planning Board.

Closed Sessions: If an applicant agency is involved in sensitive negotiations
(contract bids from-a-monetary-aspect) for-site-selections-or-acqguisition or has
reasonable security concerns, and a full Mandatory Referral with public review
and disclosure at that point may put the applicant agency at a disadvantage in-its
negetiations-with-the-property-owners or at a security risk, or if there is not
enough time to conduct a full review as the available site may be sold to a private
party before the review is complete, the staff may deeide propose that a closed
session consultation with the Planning Board is warranted. However, such a
consultation would only be to provide the Planning Board’s informal comments
for the applicant’s information and consideration. A full review with a public
hearing and notification will be required before the proposed acquisition or sale is
finalized. The comments provided in a closed session will be the Planning
Board’s initial response based on the information provided, and may not be the
Planning Board’s final recommendation.

(Note: Maryland Law permits the Planning Board to meet in closed session for a

number of reasons. to—“censiderthe-acquisition-of real property-for-a public

purpose:” See Md. Code Ann., State-Gev'tAr--§10-508: General Provisions
Code §3-305. See Attachment 2 for the full text of the law.)

C. Projects Exempt from Mandatory Referral Review

When an application is received, a determination must be made by the Legal
Department as to which review process will be applied. The following projects will
be considered exempt from the Mandatory Referral review process

e Any county project that goes through an extensive Capital Improvements
Program/Projects (CIP) Review and a referral to the Planning Board.
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o Emergency repairs to roadways, public buildings or structures, or existing
publicly and privately owned utilities.

e Any telecommunication tower that is proposed by and used by a private
entity on public property is not considered a public use and must go
through the applicable entitlement process.

These exemptions take into consideration that any county or municipal project
that must go through the permit and possible entitlement process will be
reviewed by Commission staff as well as the Department of Permits, Inspection
and Enforcement in a detailed manner to ensure that it is in conformance with the

Zemng@;dm&nee—SubéM&enQFém&nee—an@ether any apphcable regulatory

regulations.

governing-body-

Second, any county project that was reviewed through an extensive CIP review
process and received approval by the Planning Board and the County Council is
exempt from Mandatory Referral review.

Third, any emergency repairs to existing infrastructure or buildings are exempt
from Mandatory Referral review, since the Mandatory Referral review process
would cause an unnecessary delay to deliver critically needed repairs.

Finally, any telecommunication tower/facility that is paid, constructed and
maintained by a private entity and that private entity will retain ownership interest
and operational control of the tower/facility on public land is not considered a
public structure and is subject to the requirements of the applicable entittement
process.

Section VII: Mandatory Referral Hearing and Notification — Full Review

The Planning Board will conduct a hearing to receive community comments
during its regularly scheduled sessions for all projects requiring a full review. The
staff will notify the area civic associations registered with the Planning
Department for notice of development activity in the location of the proposed
project when the project is accepted as a complete application and the 60-day
clock starts. The notice will include, but not be limited to, project name, applicant,
location, a brief description, staff contact, applicant’s representative’s contact
information, and a tentative date of the Planning Board meeting at which public
testimony will be taken. A final notice of the hearing will be published in the
Planning Board’s weekly agenda, which is available on the Internet at
www.pgplanning.org. It is strongly recommended that applicants’ representatives
attend the public hearing and be available to discuss the project and answer any
guestions from the Planning Board.
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The Planning Board encourages applicants to conduct adequate and timely
community outreach and notification, including noticing adjacent, abutting, and
confronting property owners. The staff will work with the applicant to determine
appropriate outreach in each case. Interagency coordination and public
notification conducted pursuant to other laws and regulations are encouraged,
but would not be accepted in lieu of appropriate community outreach for the
Mandatory Referral processes.

Section Vlil: Planning Board Consideration — Full Review

During the Mandatory Referral hearing at the Planning Board’s regularly
scheduled meeting, the Planning Board will review the proposal and may seek
clarifications from the staff, the applicant, or the community, if necessary. The
Planning Board will consider all relevant land use and planning aspects of the
proposal including, but not limited to the following:

1. Whether the proposal is consistent with the County’s General Plan,
functional plans such as the Countywide Master Plan of Transportation,
Green Infrastructure Plan, the approved and adopted area master plan(s)
or sector plan(s), and other public plans, policies, or programs for the
area;

Z; Whether the proposal is consistent with the intent and the requirements of
the zone(s) in which it is located;

3. Whether the nature of the proposed site and development, including its
size, shape, scale, height, arrangement, and design of any structure(s), is
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood and properties;

4. Whether the locations of buildings and structures, the open spaces, the
landscaping, recreation facilities, and the pedestrian and vehicular access
and circulation systems are adequate, safe, and efficient;

5. Whether the proposal has negative transportation impacts on the
surrounding neighborhood;

6. Whether the proposal has an approved NRI and is consistent with an
approved stormwater management concept plan, and meets the
requirements of the Woodland and Wildlife Habitat Conservation
Ordinance (Subtitle 25 Trees and Vegetation Division 2 of the County
Code). The Tree Conservation Plan, if applicable, may require Planning
Board approval, either before or at the time of the Planning Board'’s
Mandatory Referral review and action on the project, or prior to the
issuance of any grading permit for the project. Unlike the Mandatory
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Referral review by the Planning Board, the conditions of the Tree
Conservation Plan are binding on all county projects;

7. Whether or not the site would be needed for park or recreation use (if the
proposal is for disposition of a surplus school); and

8. Whether alternatives or mitigation measures have been considered for the
project if the proposal is inconsistent with the General Plan, or other plans
and policies for the area, or has negative impacts on the surrounding
properties or neighborhood, the transportation network, the environment
or other resources;

Section IX: The Planning Board Recommendation — Full Review

Based on the staff report, public comments and input, the applicant’s rationale,
and the findings and considerations described in Section VI of this document, the
Planning Board will approve (with comments, if appropriate), or disapprove
Mandatory Referral applications.

Following the Planning Board’s review, the Chairman of the Planning Board will
send a letter containing the Board’s recommendation and its rationale to the
head of the applicant public agency. The Chairman’s letter will also request a
written response from the applicant agency stating how the agency will proceed
with the proposal and explaining any variation from the Planning Board’s
recommendations. It is recommended that the applicant agency advise the
Planning Board within 30 days as to whether it will accept the Planning Board’s
recommendation. Because the Planning Board’s recommendations are advisory
only, an applicant may overrule the Planning Board’s disapproval and proceed
with the proposed project. Furthermore, there is no judicial review of the matter.

Section X: Dismissal of Dormant Mandatory Referral Cases

In accordance with Section 20-304 of the Land Use Article of the Maryland
Annotated Code, the mandatory referral process is 60 days, unless the applicant
agrees to waive the 60-day time limit. However, when a case is inactive for 60
days or more, the case will be closed or terminated. The termination of the
mandatory referral process does not preempt the applicant from refiling the
same case in the future. The applicant may file a mandatory referral intake
questionnaire (as described in Section Il) to start the process again.

A. Closing Cases for Inactivity After the Intake Questionnaire is
Completed: As described in Section Il: Mandatory Referral In-Take
Questionnaire, an applicant receives a letter from the Planning Director that
states what type of review the mandatory referral case will follow, what the
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case number is, and provides the name and contact information of the case
manager. The applicant should contact the case manager when they are
ready to start the mandatory referral process. If there is no action from the
applicant to begin the mandatory referral process 60 days from the date of the
Planning Director’s letter, the mandatory referral case number will be retired.

B. Closing Cases for Inactivity after a Mandatory Referral Application is
Accepted: Mandatory referral cases that are inactive for 60 days will be
terminated. The applicant will be notified by letter indicating that if the
applicant wants to maintain the case in an active status, they must contact the
case manager within a week to move the case forward.

Section X: The Mandatory Referral Uniform Standards Applicability

The Mandatory Referral Uniform Standards contained herein apply only in

Prince George’s County.
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Attachment 1

LAND USE
DIVISION II. MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION.
TITLE 20. MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT.
SUBTITLE 3, REVIEW OF PUBLIC PROJECTS.
PART I. MANDATORY REFERRAL REVIEW.

Md. LAND USE Code Ann. § 20-301 (2017)
§ 20-301. Prior approval required.
Subject to §§ 20-303 and 20-304 of this subtitle, a public board, public body, or public
official may not conduct any of the following activities in the regional district unless the
proposed location, character, grade, and extent of the activity is referred to and approved
by the Commission:
(1) acquiring or selling land;
(2) locating, constructing, or authorizing:
(i) aroad;
(ii) a park;
(iii)any other public way or ground;
(iv)a public building or structure, including a federal building or structure; or
(v) a publicly owned or privately owned public utility; or
(3) changing the use of or widening, narrowing, extending, relocating, vacating, or
abandoning any facility listed in item (2) of this section.
§ 20-302. Jurisdiction.
(2) Federal and State referrals. -- The Commission has exclusive jurisdiction over
mandatory referrals made under this part from the United States or the State, or any unit of
the United States or the State.
(b) County referrals. -- A county planning board has exclusive jurisdiction over a mandatory
referral under this part by the county planning board's respective county government or any
unit of the county government.
(c) Additional referrals -- Montgomery County. -- The Montgomery County Planning Board
has exclusive jurisdiction over a mandatory referral under this part by the county board of

education, a municipal corporation or special taxing district, or a publicly owned or privately
owned public utility.
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§ 20-303. Commission disapproval.

(a) Required notice. -- If the Commission disapproves a referral submitted under § 20-301
of this subtitle, the Commission shall communicate the reasons for the disapproval to the
entity that proposed the activity.

(b) Overruling. -- Notwithstanding § 20-301 of this subtitle, the entity that proposed the
activity may overrule the disapproval of the Commission and proceed with the activity as
proposed.

§ 20-304. Commission failure to act.

Unless a longer period is granted by the submitting entity, an official referral to the
Commission under this part is deemed approved if the Commission fails to act within 60
days after the date of submission.

§ 20-305. Uniform standards of review.

(a) Adoption. -- After appropriate public hearings, the Commission shall adopt uniform
standards of review to be followed in reviewing changes to property subject to review.

(b) Notice. --

(1) The Commission shall publish a notice of the adoption of the standards of review in a
newspaper of general circulation that is published in each county.

(2) The notice shall:
(i) include a summary of the purpose of the standards and the review process; and
(ii) identify a location and a phone number to contact for a complete copy of the
standards of review.

HISTORY: An. Code 1957, art. 28, § 7-112; 2012, ch. 426, § 2.

§§ 20-306, 20-307.

Reserved.
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Attachment 2

GENERAL PROVISIONS
TITLE 3. OPEN MEETINGS ACT
SUBTITLE 3. OPEN MEETINGS REQUIREMENTS
Md. General Provisions Code Ann. § 3-305 (2017)
§ 3-305. Closed sessions.

(a) Construction of section. -- The exceptions in subsection (b) of this section shall be
strictly construed in favor of open meetings of public bodies.

(b) In general. -- Subject to subsection (d) of this section, a public body may meet in closed
session or adjourn an open session to a closed session only to:

(1) discuss:
(i) the appointment, employment, assignment, promotion, discipline, demotion,
compensation, removal, resignation, or performance evaluation of an appointee,
employee, or official over whom it has jurisdiction; or

(ii) any other personnel matter that affects one or more specific individuals;

(2) protect the privacy or reputation of an individual with respect to a matter that is not
related to public business;

(3) consider the acquisition of real property for a public purpose and matters directly
related to the acquisition;

(4) consider a matter that concerns the proposal for a business or industrial organization
to locate, expand, or remain in the State;

(5) consider the investment of public funds;
(6) consider the marketing of public securities;
(7) consult with counsel to obtain legal advice;

(8) consult with staff, consultants, or other individuals about pending or potential
litigation;

(9) conduct collective bargaining negotiations or consider matters that relate to the
negotiations;

(10) discuss public security, if the public body determines that public discussion would
constitute a risk to the public or to public security, including:

(i) the deployment of fire and police services and staff; and

(ii) the development and implementation of emergency plans;

20 Draft Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review
in Prince George’s County.

81



(11) prepare, administer, or grade a scholastic, licensing, or qualifying examination;

(12) conduct or discuss an investigative proceeding on actual or possible criminal
conduct;

(13) comply with a specific constitutional, statutory, or judicially imposed requirement
that prevents public disclosures about a particular proceeding or matter; or

(14) discuss, before a contract is awarded or bids are opened, a matter directly related
to a negotiating strategy or the contents of a bid or proposal, if public discussion or
disclosure would adversely impact the ability of the public body to participate in the
competitive bidding or proposal process.

(c) Limitation. -- A public bod'y that meets in closed session under this section may not
discuss or act on any matter not authorized under subsection (b) of this section.

(d) Vote; written statement. -

(1) Unless a majority of the members of a public body present and voting vote in favor
of closing the session, the public body may not meet in closed session.

(2) Before a public body meets in closed session, the presiding officer shall:
(i) conduct a recorded vote on the closing of the session; and

(ii) make a written statement of the reason for closing the meeting, including a
citation of the authority under this section, and a listing of the topics to be discussed.

(3) If a person objects to the closing of a session, the public body shall send a copy of
the written statement to the Board.

(4) The written statement shall be a matter of public record.

(5) A public body shall keep a copy of the written statement for at least 1 year after the
date of the session.

HISTORY: An. Code 1957, art. SG, § 10-508; 2014, ch. 94, § 2
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MANDATORY
REFERRALS

Prince George’s County Department of Planning
The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive, Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

www.pgplanning.org
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ATTACHMENT 2

PUBLIC NOTICE

APPROVAL OF THE Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review for Prince
: George’s County
(MNCPPC #17-07)

Notice is hereby given that on Wednesday, May 17, 2017, The Maryland-National Capital
Park and Planning Commission adopted a resolution approving the Uniform Standards for
Mandatory Referral Review for Prince George’s County. These Uniform Standards address how
public property located in for the Prince George’s County will be reviewed by the Prince
George’s County Planning Board.

The Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review for Prince George’s County was
prepared by the Prince George’s County Planning Department of The Maryland-National Park
and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC). According to Maryland State law (Section 20-301 of the
Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland), all federal, state and local governments
and public and private utilities are required to submit proposed projects (roadway improvements,
public buildings, fire and police stations, and others) in Prince George’s County for a Mandatory
Referral review and recommended approval by the Prince George’s County Planning Board. The
Planning Board must also review the widening, extension, relocation, narrowing, abandonment,
or change of use of any road, park, or public way, and the acquisition or sale of any land by any
public board, body, or official.

The approved Uniform Standards for Mandatory Referral Review for Prince George’s
County, when published, will be available on line at (URL link) and from the M-NCPPC
Planning Information Services, located on the Lower Level of the County Administration
Building, 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive, Upper Marlboro, MD 20772, free of charge.

Questions concerning the Mandatory Referral review process should be directed to
Maria Martin, Planning Supervisor, Prince George’s County Planning Department, Countywide
Planning Division, Special Projects Section, at 301-952-3472 or by e-mail at
Maria.Martin@ppd.mncppe.org.
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
| l 6611 Kenilworth Avenue - Riverdale, Maryland 20737

_—
"—....l

PCB17-01

April 11, 2017

To The Commission

o o (A
Via: Patricia C. Barney, Executive Director |-~ ///7\‘

te Policy and Management Operations Division Chief
Budget Manager

From: Anju Bennett,
Shelley Dorse

Re: Budget Transfer for the Department of Human Resources and Management

Action

For FY17, the Administration Fund for the Department of Human Resources and Management (DHRM) is
projected to have some savings in personnel costs, primarily from unanticipated salary lapse and
benefits savings due to position turnover and difficulty in filling positions. We are requesting approval
of a budget transfer for a portion of these savings to enable us to address critical needs. The requested
use of salary lapse is in the amount of $260,000.

Proposed Use of Lapse/Savings

We are requesting to use the funds as follows:

e Classification/Compensation Study $150,000
Additional funding is needed for consulting services to implement significant recommendations
from the agency’s Classification and Compensation study.

e Computer Equipment $110,000
The Chief Information Officer (CIO) requested a technical review of existing computer/electronic
equipment assigned to the DHRM. The CIO has recommended we replace older and/or
improperly functioning equipment. Replacement will provide improved security, reduce system
failures, and minimize maintenance concerns.

We appreciate your consideration of our request.
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Item 5d

AN

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

| 6611 Kenilworth Avenue -+ Riverdale, Maryland 20737

1

S |

April 19,2017

TO: The Maryland-National Capital Park an;l Planning Commission

VIA: Patricia C. Barney, Executive DlI‘BCtOI‘/
William Spencer, Human Resources Diré

FROM: Jennifer McDonald, Benefits Manager 7)"’“

SUBJECT: Mental Health and Substance Abuse

Background

In calendar year 2016, pursuant to a request from then Commission Chair, Casey Anderson, an
educational and awareness campaign was conducted on getting assistance for mental health, drug
and alcohol abuse concerns. Information was posted on the agency’s intranet site, inSite, with a
summary list of services available to staff, (Attachment 1). Notice 16-02 was published to
provide guidance on accessing the services for mental health, drug and alcohol abuse concerns
provided through The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission’s (agency)
Employee Assistance Provider, (Attachment 2). Emails were mass distributed with similar
information. The following is an update on the various resources available to employees and
dependents through programs provided through the agency. Reports on program utilization from
the agency’s medical health plan (Attachment 3) and the Employee Assistance Program
(Attachment 4) are included.

Resources

Employee Assistance Program (EAP): The EAP is a free resource for employees and/or their
family members to help address many life challenges including mental health and substance
abuse. Individuals receive up to 8 free sessions for counseling. If an employee elects to use
counseling benefits during their work hours, M-NCPPC grants the employee paid time off
through the use of Administrative Leave.

Services Available under M-NCPPC Health Plans:
Referral services; assessment and treatment planning; individual, family and group therapeutic
counseling; crisis intervention; partial and inpatient hospitalization are available under the

1
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agency’s health plans, UnitedHealthcare and Kaiser Permanente. The benefits for mental health
and substance abuse treatment are on par with those for medical treatment, i.e., the same co-pay,
deductibles and number of visits apply.

Employee Wellness Portal: In January 2017, the agency launched an online employee wellness
program. It is a free resource for employees to help address health and wellness concerns.
Individuals may receive online or personal telephonic coaching for a variety of health topics,
some of which address mental health and substance abuse such addiction, emotional well-being,
and stress.

Community Resources:
e National Helpline for Mental Health and Substance Abuse: 1-800-662-HELP (4357) or

www.samhsa.gov,
o Maryland Substance Abuse: 1-888-996-2190 or www.rehabandtreatment.com/maryland,
e National Suicide Prevention Lifeline: 1-800-273-8255 or
www.suicidepreventionlifeline.org.

Utilization of Services

UnitedHealthcare: In calendar year 2016, 480 members sought services for mental health and
substance abuse through the UnitedHealthcare medical plans. This represents approximately 9%
of the employees, spouses and dependents covered under the plan. The agency paid $741,135 in
claims. The presenting diagnoses were as follows:

e 892 Mental Health claims with a total spend of $415,310;

e 48 Alcohol Abuse claims with a total spend of $217,663;
e 31 Opioid claims with a total spend of $107,859;
e 4 Other substance abuse claims with a total spend of $302.

ComPsych EAP: In calendar year 2016, 146 employees and dependents received services
through the EAP. Of the users, 85% were employees and 16% were spouses/dependents. 92% of
cases were resolved within the 8 visits, the others were referred to the health plans. The primary
issues presented were as follows:

e 6 were for Alcohol Abuse;

4 were for Substance Use;
e 63 were for mental health;
73 were for other issues.

On-Site and On-Line Workshops: During calendar year 2016, the following workshops on
mental health and substance abuse were offered to employees:
e The emotionally healthy teen: Dealing with issues of substance abuse, depression, suicide

and eating disorders;
e Helping a loved one through difficult times;
e Managing your emotions in the workplace;
e Resiliency — Bouncing back after a set-back;

2
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e Understanding depression;
e Mental Health in the workplace;
e Connecting mind and body for healthy living.

Summary

Employees and dependents are availing themselves of the resources the agency provides to help
with substance abuse and mental health concerns. The agency will continue to provide and
promote resources available to assist employees and dependents with their mental health and
substance abuse treatment needs.
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Resources

M-NCPPC Health and Benefits Office: Call Jennifer McDonald at 301-454-1694 with questions regarding
EAP or services available under M-NCPPC medical plans.

Employee Assistance Program (EAP): 1-855-286-1678 or www.guidanceresources.com. The EAP is a free

resource for employees and/or their family members to help address challenges. Individuals receive up
to 8 free sessions for counseling. If an employee elects to use counseling benefits during their work
hours, M-NCPPC grants the employee paid time off through Administrative Leave.

Services Available under M-NCPPC Health Plans:

Referral services, assessment and treatment planning,
Short-term individual, family, and group therapeutic services,
Crisis intervention,

Partial and Inpatient hospitalization.

Community Resources:
National Helpline For Mental Health And Substance Abuse: 1-800-662-HELP (4357) or www.samhsa.gov,
Maryland Substance Abuse: 1-888-996-2190 or www.rehabandtreatment.com/maryland,

National Suicide Prevention Lifeline: 1-800-273-8255 or www.suicidepreventionlifeline.org.

Information on M-NCPPC's Drug and Alcohol Free Workplace:
M-NCPPC Notice 16-02, Getting Assistance for Drug and Alcohol Concerns
M-NCPPC Policies on Substance and Alcohol-Free Workplace

If you do not have access to a computer, and would like paper copies of these M-NCPPC documents,
please contact the Policy Office at 301-454-1740, and we'll send one to you via fax, interoffice mail, or
USPS.
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ATTacHMenT 2
THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

" W No.  16-02
2 /| date:
Issued by Patricia Colihan Barney,” Z/ ssuedate: 01/12/16
—

Executive Director

GETTING ASSISTANCE FOR DRUG AND ALCOHOL CONCERNS

Individuals cope with stress differently. While we hope everyone has the necessary support system to deal with
the more difficult times, unfortunately, each of us likely knows someone who might find incidents of depression,
grief, anxiety, and family stress to be overwhelming.

Some individuals may turn to, or increase the consumption of, alcohol and other controlled substances. For those
dealing with addiction issues, including individuals in recovery, stressful situations may pose multiple challenges.
The following resources assist individuals in addressing concerns.

The Employee Assistance Program (EAP): This is a free resource that may be used for employees and/or their
family members to help address challenges. The EAP is administrated by Guidance Resources. Guidance Resources
is staffed with trained clinicians who help provide the needed resources and counseling. There are several options

for its use.

e Employee/Family Initiated: When this service is initiated by the employee or the employee’s family
member, it designed to be confidential and the information is not shared with M-NCPPC or supervisors.
Assistance can be scheduled outside of work hours, or during the work day.

- Individuals receive up to 8 free sessions for counseling. If longer term assistance is needed, Guidance
Resources works with the individual to make sure appropriate and accessible resources are identified.

- If an employee elects to use counseling benefits during their work hours, M-NCPPC grants the
employee paid time off through Administrative Leave.

e Supervisor Initiated: Sometimes supervisors may spot a concern and believe that an employee could
benefit from support. As it is difficult for supervisors to assess underlying problems, trained staff and the
EAP are available to assist. The primary focus of the M-NCPPC is to get employees the help they need.

- Sometimes, a supervisor may be approached by an employee who volunteers that he/she is facing drug
and alcohol challenges. For these concerns, the supervisor may contact Guidance Resources and make
a supervisor referral. The employee will be assessed and provided assistance.

- In other instances, supervisors may be faced with more immediate concerns stemming from alcohol
/substance use in the workplace or other safety-related concerns which fall under the agency’s
Controlled Substance and Alcohol Free Workplace Policy (M-NCPPC Practice 2-26). The handling of
these concerns can be very complex and sensitive. Supervisors should contact the Risk Management
and Workplace Safety Office, which will assist managers in the proper review and handling of concerns.
A copy of Practice 2-26 is available online at Insite (under Policy Documents), or by calling the Policy
Office at 301-454-1740.

To preserve employee’s privacy, the EAP does not discuss the employee’s personal issues with the M-NCPPC. Only
information pertaining to the workplace goals are communicated. General questions on the EAP program can be
answered by calling 1-855-286-1678. Employees can also access the EAP by going online to
www.guidanceresources.com.
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Services Available Under the M-NCPPC Medical Health Plans: Employees, who are enrolled in UnitedHealthcare or
CIGNA health plans, are provided benefit coverage for out-patient and in-patient services for treatment of mental
health, substance abuse, and chemical dependency. Covered services include:

e Referral services

e Assessment and treatment planning

e Short-term individual, family, and group therapeutic services

e (risis intervention

e Residential crisis services with intensive therapy and support services

e Partial and Inpatient hospitalization

Benefits are paid the same as for medical conditions, requiring a $10 copay for out-patient visits and partial
hospitalization, and no copay for in-patient hospitalization. Some services require prior authorization. Call your
health plan’s customer service number on your medical ID card before receiving services.

Community Resources
e National Helpline For Mental Health And Substance Abuse: 1-800-662-HELP (4357) or www.samhsa.gov.
e Maryland Substance Abuse: 1-888-996-2190 or www.rehabandtreatment.com/maryland.
e National Suicide Prevention Lifeline: 1-800-273-8255 or www.suicidepreventionlifeline.org.

Additional Information/Questions?

e Employee Assistance Program (Administered by Guidance Resources): Individuals may access services by
calling 1-855-286-1678. Employees can also access the EAP by going online to
www.guidanceresources.com.

e The M-NCPPC’s Drug and Alcohol Free Workplace Program is outlined in M-NCPPC Practice 2-26.

e The M-NCPPC Risk Management and Workplace Safety Office: The Office manages the Drug and Alcohol
Free Workplace program and is available to answer any questions regarding the program, agency policies,
and handling of workplace safety issues. Questions should be referred to the M-NCPPC Safety Office at
301-454-1693.

e The M-NCPPC Health and Benefits Office: Questions regarding the use of the EAP or services available
under medical plans should be referred to 301-454-1694.
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@ GuidanceResources Utilization Report
OM SYCH Customer Name: Maryland National Capital Park and Planning

GuidanceResources® Worldwide Reporting Period: (10/1/2016 - 12/31/2016)

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Year To Date Last Year

®
Employee Assistance F‘rogram@’

U.S. Services

Primary Issue Presented

Alcohol/Related 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 5 16% 6 4% 10 6%
Anger Issues 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 3% 2 1% 3 2%
Anxiety Related 3 7% 3 8% 2 6% 1 3% 9 6% 12 7%
Attention Issues 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0%
Bereavement 2 5% 3 8% 0 0% 1 3% 8 4% 2 1%
Depression Related 2 5% 7 18% 1 3% 3 9% 13 9% 13 8%
Employee-related Issue 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 3 2%
Family/Child 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 2 6% 3 2% 4 2%
Family/Child - Behavioral Issues 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 1 1% 6 3%
Family/Child - Family Issues 4 10% 5 13% 1 3% 1 3% 11 8% 15 9%
Gambling 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
Medical 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% o] 0% 1 1% 4 2%
Mood Disturbance Related 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1% 3 2%
Occupational 5 12% 5 13% 5 15% 2 6% 1f 12% 15 9%
Occupational - Attendance 5 12% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% 6 4% 0 0%
Occupational - Interpersonal 2 5% 2 5% 1 3% 2 6% i 5% 13 8%
Qccupational - Performance 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 8 5%
Partner/Relationship 5 12% 0 0% 11 33% 3 9% 19 13% 26 15%
Psycholegical 6 15% 6 15% 3 9% 6 19% 21 14% 17 10%
Stress 6 15% 5 13% 4 12% 2 6% 17 12% 11 6%
Substance Use Related 0 0% 0 0% 2 6% 2 6% 4 3% 5 3%
Trauma 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 1 1%
Sub-Total Issues a0 T T g - 2T 146 172
Consuitation Type
Face to Face 39 95% 35 88% 28 85% 24 75% 126 86% 143 83%
Phene Only 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 1 1% 0 0%
BehavioralExpert 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 4 2%
Community Resources 0 0% 1 3% 1 3% 0 0% 2 1% 2 1%
DOT 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 3 9% 3 2% 5 3%
Supervisor / Management Consult 2 5% 3 8% 4 12% 4 13% 13 9% 18 10%
Sub-Total - Consultations . 41 ------------------- a0 T T 33 ------- 32”" T ]4& -------- 172
01032017-96891 CONFIDENTIAL Page 6 of 13
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Item 6b

TREASURY OPERATIONS, FINANCE DEPARTMENT
6611 Kenilworth Avenue, Suite 302, Riverdale, MD 20737
Telephone (301) 454-1541 / Fax (301) 209-0413

' THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

MEMO

TO: Commissioners

VIA: Joseph Zimmerman, Secretary-Treasurer

FROM: Abbey Rodman, Investment & Treasury Opetations Man\af‘a@/
DATE: 3/10/2017

SUBJECT: Investment Repott — February 2017

The Commission’s pooled cash investment portfolio totaled $§497.5 million as of February 28, 2017,
with 2 2.6% decrease from January 31, 2017. Details are as follows:

M-NCPPC investment Portfolio
($ millions)

é $600
| $500
| $400 =
$300 ~H
$200
$100

$0

- n 3 .
/18 33116 BI31ME TIBIM6 8/30M8

11730/16

The composition of the pooled cash portfolio as of February 28, 2017 is summarized below:

Portfolio Composition as of 02/28/17

Money Fannie Mae
Market Funds (FNMA)
{MMF) /O aqy .- Tveasury
10.2% e Notes
: 19.5%
Federal Farm __ fi,“ : : & A o
Credit Bank o @ . Commercia
(FFCB) — Paper (CP)
10.1% 10.0%
FreddieMac 7 e “...Farmer Mac
(FHLMC) Federal Home (FAMC)
18.1% Loan Bank 19.1%
{FHLB)

9.4%
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Current Investment Portfolio - February 2017
Witd. Avg.

Policy Return
Instrument Limit Actual Par Value (BIE)
Treasury Notes 100% 20% $ 97,000,000 0.72%
Famer Mac 20% 19% 95,000,000 0.66%
Freddie Mac 20% 18% 90,000,000 0.89%
Money Funds 25% 10% 50,643,064 nfa
Federal Farm Credit Bureau 20% 10% 50,000,000 0.71%
Commercial Paper 10% 10% 50,000,000 1.33%
Federal Home Loan Banks 20% 9% 45,000,000 0.80%
Fannie Mae 20% 4% 20,000,000 0.65%
Certificates of Deposit 50% 0% -
Bankers Acceplances 50% 0% -
Repurchase Agreements 60% 0% -

$ 497,543,064 0.85%

The pooled cash portfolio complied with all policy limits with regard to

proportions throughout the month.

M-NCPPC Rate of Return vs. 3-mo Treasury
Yield

0.80
0.80
0.70
080
0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10
0.00

N NN I IS IS

-

<& o V% o o (& 8 W % g

Trovanro st cm o AR TS

0.53

wsssens 3 110 T-Bill
M-NCPPC

product types and
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In addition to the product limits, pottfolio purchases also adhered to the 30% limit per dealer.
Dealer participation 1s shown below:

Dealer Shares as of February 2017

f e
JPMorgan
’ ® 8/30/2013
BonEle  6/30/2014
) peenas
Jeffaries ®6/30/2018
SunTrust s ® 6302016
m 2282017
M&T (Wilmington)
Wells Fargo
MLGIP
Stifel

Raymond James

2k America

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

The market values of unspent debt balances (invested by T. Rowe Price) were as follows:

Market Value- 02/28/17
Montgomery County (MC-2016A) $ 3,632,795
Prince George's County (PGC-2015A) %~ -
Prince George's County (PGC-2014A) + © -
$ 3,632,795

The Commission had no debt service payments during the month.
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Details by issue of debt outstanding as of February 28, 2017 appear below:

Amount

$ 156,540,000 $ 111,413,126

Initial Par Qutstanding |Outstanding| Date Date
Bi-County
Total Bi-County $ -1 $ - 0%
Prince George’s County
KK-2 (Refunded AA-2) 17,300,000 3,683,126 21% Apr-08 | May-18
NN-2 (Refunded Z-2) 14,080,000 6,865,000 49% Mar-10 | May-21
PGC-2012A (Refunded P-2, M-2, EE-2) 11,420,000 6,135,000 54% Jun-12 | Jun-24
PGC-2014A 26,565,000 23,385,000 88% May-14 | Jan-34
PGC-2015A (Refunded JJ-2)* 24,820,000 24 220,000 98% Oct-15 | Jan-25
Total Prince George’s County | $ 94,185,000 | $ 64,288,126 68%
Montgomery County
LL-2 8,405,600 2,625,000 31% May-09 | Now20
MM-2 5,250,000 735,000 14% Now16 Now19
MC-2012A (Refunded CC-2, FF-2) 12,505,000 10,045,000 80% Apr-12 | Dec-32
MC-2012B 3,000,000 2,505,000 84% Apr-12 | Dec-32
MC-2014A 14,000,000 12,485,000 89% Jun-14 | Jun-34
MC-2016A 12,000,000 11,580,000 97% Apr-16 Now-35
MC-2016B (Refunded FF-2,1/-2,M-2) 6,120,000 6,120,000 100% Apr-16 | Now28
MC-2016C (Refunded FF-2 ALA 0f 2004 ) 1,075,000 1,020,000 95% Apr-16 | Now24
Total Montgomery County $ 62,355,000 | $ 47,125,000 76%
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ATTACHMENT A

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
REPORT ON COMPLIANCE TO INVESTMENT POLICY Approved March 21, 2012
FISCAL YEAR 2017 - February 28, 2017

Met Within
OBJECTIVES Objective | Limits Comments
Protection of principal Yes
Limiting types and amounts of securities Limit Yes
US Government 100% All securities purchases were
US Federal Agencies - combined 50% within the limits est'abhshed by
US Federal Agencies - each 20% the investment Policy at the time
; of purchase of the invesiments.
Repurchase Agreements R This monthly report is prepared
for the Secretary-Treasurer to
demonstrate compliance with
investment policy objectives and
limitations.
CD's and Time Deposits 50%
Commercial Paper 10%
Money Market Mutual Funds 25%
MD Local Gov't Investment Pool 25%
Investing Bond Proceeds:
State and local agency securities 100%
Money Market Mutual Funds 10%
Bond Proceeds: Yes | T. Rowe Price managed zll funds
Highly-rated state / local agency securities within limits
Highly-rated money market mutual funds
(Max. 10% in lower-rated funds)
Pre-qualify financial institutions, broker/dealers, 9% g';;g??e;n;:targsesedzg;?gve d
intermediaries and advisers by the Secretary-Treasurer
Ensure competition among participants 30% Yes | No dealer share exceeded 30%
All purchases awarded
Competitive Bidding Yes | competitively.
Diversification of Maturities
Majority of investments shall be a maximum Yes | All maturities within limits
maturity of one (1) year. A portion may be as long
as two years.
Require third-party collateral and M&T questmer!ts serves as
safekeeping, and delivery-versus-pavment Yes | custodian, monitoring
settlement compliance daily
L. . L Sufficient funds available for all
Maintain sufficient liquidity Yes cash requirements during pericd
Attain a market rate of return Yes Exceeded by 29 basis points.

The pro-rated rates of return for the portfolio and T-bills
were 0.82% and 0.53%, respectively.
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Item 6b

The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
Department of Finance - Purchasing Division

6611 Kenilworth Avenue, Suite 300 » Riverdale, Maryland 20737 » 301-454-1600 Fax: 301-454-1606

March 3, 2016

TO: Commissioners D
VIA: Patricia C. Barney, Executive Director * u//)‘ “

T oq 2
FROM: Joseph C. Zimmerman, Secretary/Treasurer ™ A g

SUBJECT:  MFD Purchasing Statistics— First Quarter FY17

The Commission's procurement policy (Practice 4-10, Purchasing) includes an anti-
discrimination component which assures that fair and equitable vendor opportunities are made
available to minority, female or disabled owned firms (MFDs). This program is administered
jointly by the Office of the Executive Director and the Purchasing Division and includes a price
preference program and an MFD subcontracting component based on the Commission
procurement practices and the available MFD vendors in the marketplace. The price preference
program has been suspended until a MFD study is conducted to provide evidence that the price
preference is/is not needed. This report is provided for your information and may be found on
the Commission’s intranet.

Some of the observations of this FY17 report include:

e Attachment A indicates that through the first quarter of FY17, the Commission procured
approximately $23 million in goods, professional services, construction and
miscellaneous services. Approximately 22.1% or $5 million was spent with minority,
female and disabled (MFD) owned firms.

e Attachment B indicates that in the first quarter MFD utilization was 22.1%.

e Attachment C represents the MFD participation by type of procurement. The MFD
participation for construction through the first quarter of FY17 was 30%. Attachment C
also indicates that the largest consumers of goods and services in the Commission are
the Prince George’'s County Department of Parks and Recreation and the Montgomery
County Department of Parks. These programs significantly impact the Commission’s
utilization of MFD firms. The MFD cumulative utilization numbers for these departments
through the first quarter are 35.7% and 12.3%, respectively.

e Attachment D presents the FY17 activity for the Purchase Card program totaling
approximately $3.3 million of which 4.7% was spent with minority, female and disabled
(MFD) firms. The amount of procurement card activity represents approximately 14.3%
of the Commission’s total procurement dollars. One reason for lower MFD participation
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on the purchase card is that the cards are used with national retail corporations when a
quick purchase for a maintenance job is needed. The purchase cards are also used for
training registration in order to guarantee attendance.

e Attachment E portrays the historic MFD participation rates, and the total procurement
from FY 1991 to first quarter FY17.

e Attachments F & G shows the MFD participation in procurements at various bid levels to
determine if MFD vendors are successful in obtaining opportunities in procurements that
require informal bidding and formal bidding. Based on the department analysis, MFD
vendors do appear to be participating, at an overall rate of 17.5% in informal (under
$30,000) and 25% in the formal (over $30,000) procurements. For transactions under
$10k, MFD participation is 15%. MFD vendors are participating at an overall rate of
19.8% in transactions over $250,000.

e Attachment H presents the total amount of procurements and the number of vendors by
location. Of the $23 million in total procurement, $14.2 milion was procured from
Maryland vendors. Of the $5 million in procurement from MFD vendors, $4.4 million was
procured from MFD vendors located in Maryland.

e Attachment | compares the utilization of MFD vendors by the Commission with the
availability of MFD vendors. Theresults show under-utilization in the
following categories: African American, Asian, Native American and Females. The
amount and percentage of procurement from MFD vendors is broken out by categories
as defined by the Commission's Anti-Discrimination Policy. The availability
percentages are taken from the most recent State of Maryland disparity study dated July
5, 2013.

e Attachments J and K are prepared by the Department of Human Resources and
Management and show the amount and number of waivers of the procurement policy by

department and by reason for waiver. Total waivers were approximately 2.8% of total
procurement.

For further information on the MFD report, please contact the Office of Executive Director at
(301) 454-1740.

Attachments
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
MFD PROCUREMENT STATISTICS

FY 2017

FOR THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2016

Attachment A
Procurement Waivers Procurement
Total $ Total $ Total # MFD $ %
Prince George's County
Commissioners' Office $ 14,539 $ - - 3% 2,305 15.9%
Planning Department 502,092 - - 312,686 62.3%
Parks and Recreation Department 14,040,881 501,720 b 3,979,616 28.3%
Total 14,557,512 501,720 5 4,294 607 29.5%
Montgomery County
Commissioners' Office 8,268 - - - 0.0%
Planning Department 354,710 140,700 1 1,900 0.5%
Parks Department 7,934,682 14,800 2 789,915 10.0%
Total 8,297,660 155,500 3 791,815 9.5%
Central Administrative Services
Dept. of Human Resources and Mgt. 193,691 - - 31,726 16.4%
Finance Department 73,710 - - 25,032 34.0%
Legal Department 31,045 - - - 0.0%
Merit Board - - - - 0.0%
Office of Chief Information Officer 82,740 - - 435 0.0%
Office of Internal Auditor 8,248 - - 177 2.1%
Total 389,434 - - 57,370 14.7%
Grand Total $ 23244606 $ 657,220 8 3 5,143,792 22.1%

Note: The "Waivers" columns report the amount and number of purchases approved
to be exempt from the competitive procurement process, including sole source procurements.

Prepared by Finance Department
February 8, 2017
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

CUMULATIVE BY QUARTER
Prince George's County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks and Recreation Department
Total

Montgomery County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks Department
Total

Central Administrative Services

Dept. of Human Resources and Mgt.

Finance Department
Legal Department
Merit Board
Office of Chief Information Officer
Office of Internal Auditor
Total

Grand Total

ACTIVITY BY QUARTER

Prince George's County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks and Recreation Department
Total

Montgomery County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks Department
Total

Central Administrative Services

Dept. of Human Resources and Mgt.

Finance Department
Legal Department
Merit Board
Office of Chief Information Officer
Office of Internal Auditor
Total

Grand Total

Prepared by Finance Department
February 8, 2017

MFD PROCUREMENT STATISTICS

FY 2017

MFD STATISTICS - CUMULATIVE AND ACTIVITY BY QUARTER

Attachment B
SEPTEMBER  DECEMBER MARCH JUNE
15.9%
62.3%
28.3%
29.5%
0.0%
0.5%
10.0%
9.5%
16.4%
34.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
2.1%
14.7%
22.1%
FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH
QUARTER QUARTER QUARTER QUARTER TOTAL
15.9% 15.9%
62.3% 62.3%
28.3% 28.3%
29.5% 29.5%
0.0% 0.0%
0.5% 0.5%
10.0% 10.0%
9.5% 9.5%
16.4% 16.4%
34.0% 34.0%
0.0% 0.0%
0.0% 0.0%
0.0% 0.0%
21% 2.1%
14.7% 14.7%
22.1% 22.1%
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

MFD PROCUREMENT STATISTICS

Comparison of MFD % for Total Procurement and Purchase Card Procurement

FY 2017

FOR THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2016

Prince George's County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks and Recreation Department
Total

Montgomery County

Commissioners' Office

Planning Department

Parks Department
Total

Central Administrative Services

Dept. of Human Resources and Mgt.

Finance Department
Legal Department
Merit Board
Office of Chief Information Officer
Office of Internal Auditor
Total

Grand Total

Attachment D

Total Purchase Card

Procurement Procurement
Total $ MFD % Total $ MFD %
14,539 15.9% 9,536 21.8%
502,092 62.3% 23,436 0.0%
14,040,881 28.3% 1,897,406 4.8%
14,557,512 29.5% 1,930,378 4.8%
8,268 0.0% 1,694 0.0%
354,710 0.5% 66,317 0.0%
7,934,682 10.0% 1,296,189 4.7%
8,297,660 9.5% 1,364,200 4 5%
193,691 16.4% 7,532 -0.3%
73,710 34.0% 22,841 16.4%
31,045 0.0% 1,092 0.0%
- 0.0% - 0.0%
82,740 0.0% 4,211 10.3%
8,248 2.1% 1,335 13.3%
389,434 14.7% 37,011 11.7%
23,244,606 22.1% 3,331,589 4.7%

14.3%

Percentage of Purchase Card Procurement to Total Procurement

Prepared by Finance Department
February 8, 2017
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Amount of Procurement and Number of Vendors by Location

FY 2017

FOR THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2016

Attachment H

TOTAL of ALL VENDORS
Procurement Number of Vendors
Location Amount Percentage Number Percentage
Montgomery County $ 2,673,002 11.6% 139 17.0%
Prince George's County 4,285,140 18.7% 254 30.9%
Subtotal 6,958,142 30.3% 393 47 9%
Maryland - other locations 7,244,776 31.6% 152 18.5%
Total Maryland 14,202,918 61.9% 545 66.4%
District of Columbia 289,635 1.3% 44 5.4%
Virginia 672,647 2.9% 69 8.4%
Other Locations 7,779,406 33.9% 162 19.8%
Total $ 22944 606 100.0% 820 100.0%
TOTAL of Non-MFD Vendors
Procurement Number of Vendors
Location Amount Percentage Number Percentage
Montgomery County $ 1,043,848 5.9% 91 15.2%
Prince George's County 2,701,909 15.2% 161 27.0%
Subtotal 3,745,757 21.1% 252 42.2%
Maryland - other locations 6,035,174 33.9% 124 20.8%
Total Maryland 9,780,931 55.0% 376 63.0%
District of Columbia 240,400 1.4% 24 4.0%
Virginia 555,477 3.1% 51 8.5%
QOther Locations 7,224 006 40.5% 146 24.5%
Total $ 17,800,814 100.0% 597 100.0%
TOTAL of MFD Vendors
Procurement Number of Vendors
Location Amount Percentage Number Percentage
Montgomery County $ 1,629,154 31.7% 48 21.5%
Prince George's County 1,583,231 30.8% 93 41.6%
Subtotal 3,212,385 62.5% 141 63.1%
Maryland - other locations 1,209,602 23.5% 28 12.6%
Total Maryland 4,421,987 86.0% 169 75.7%
District of Columbia 49,235 1.0% 20 9.0%
Virginia 117,170 2.3% 18 8.1%
Other Locations 555,400 10.7% 16 7.2%
Total $ 5,143,792 100.0% 223 100.0%

Note: The following shows the amounts and percentages of procurement by
the location of the department. The bi-county departments' activity is divided equally

between the two Counties.
Total Procurement

MFD Procurement

Amount Percentage Amount Percentage
Prince George's County $ 14,752,229 63.5% $ 4,323,292 84.0%
Montgomery County 8,492,377 36.5% 820,500 16.0%
Total $ 23,244,606 100.0% $ 5,143,792 100.0%

Prepared by Finance Department
February 8, 2017
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
MFD PROCUREMENT RESULTS

FY 2017

FOR THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2016

Total Amount of Procurement $

Attachment |

23,244,606

Amount, Percentage of Procurement by Category, and
Percentage of Availability by Category:

®Availability oUtilization

Procurement Availability
Minority Owned Firms Amount % %
African American $ 1,479,287 6.4% 11.4%
Asian 422 412 1.8% 7.3%
Hispanic 1,456,237 6.3% 3.0%
Native American 22,599 0.1% 0.3%
Total Minority Owned Firms 3,380,535 14.6% 22.0%
Female Owned Firms 1,754,415 7.5% 17.8%
Disabled Owned Firms 8,842 0.0% nla
Total Minority, Female, and Disabled Owned Firms $ 5,143,792 22.1% 39.8%
MFD AVAILABILITY v. UTILIZATION
Fiscal Year 2017 1Q
25.0%
20.0% F -
17.83%
& 15.0% |
2
& 11.4%
Q
& 100% |
o »
W 7.3% 7.5%
6.4% 6.3%
5.0% F
3.0%
8% , _ — s
0.3% 0.1% 0.0%-0.0%
0.0%
African American Asian Hispanic Native American Female Disabled

Note: (1) Availability percentages are taken from State of Maryland study titied "Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Disparity Study:
Volume 1", dated July 5, 2013, table 2.23 on page 84.
(2) n/a = not available

Prepared by Finance Department

February 8, 2017
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
REASONS FOR WAIVERS
CUMULATIVE DOLLAR AMOUNT & NUMBER OF WAIVERS
FY 2017
FOR THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2016

Attachment J

NUMBER AMOUNT PERCENTAGE
Emergency 3 $ 354,360 54%
Public Policy 0| | $ - 0%
Amendment 2| $ 140,700 21%
Sole Source: 4-1 2l | s 131,150 20%
Sole Source: 4-2 ol |$ . 0%
Sole Source: 4-3 1 | $ 31,010 5%
Total 8 | $ 657,220 100%

[PERCENTAGE OF WAIVERS BY REASON|

| Sole Source: 4-2 Sale Sgtj/ZCE: =

0%

| Sole Source: 4-1

: 20%

|

| Emergency
54%

| .
i ‘ " 0% |

|
Waiver Reason Definitions:
Emergency:
Sudden and unforeseeable circumstance have arisen which actually or imminently threaten the
continuance of an essential operation of the Commission or which threaten public health, welfare
or safety such that there is not enough time to conduct the competitive bidding.
Reguired by Law or Grant:
Public law or the terms of a donation/grant require that the above noted vendor be chosen.
Amendment:
A contract is already in place and it is appropriate for the above noted vendor to provide additional services
and/or goods not within the original scope of the contract because the interested service and/or goods
are uniquely compatible with the Commission's existing systems and patently superior in quality
and/or capability than what can be gained through an open bidding process.
Sole Source 4:
It has been determined that:
#1. The vendor's knowledge and experience with the Commission's existing equipment and/or systems
offer a greater advantage in quality and/or cost to the Commission than the cost savings
possible through competitive bidding, or
#2: The interested services or goods need to remain confidential to protect the Commission's security,
court proceedings and/or contractual commitments, or
#3: The services or goods have no comparable and the above noted vendor is the only distributor for the
interested manufacturer or there is otherwise only one source available for the sought after services
or goods, e.g. software maintenance, copyrighted materials, or otherwise legally protected goods

or services.

Prepared by: Department of Human Resourses and Management 138
Octcber 1, 2016
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Gen'l Counsel Report



Item 6¢

' Office of the General Counsel

Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission

Reply To

Adrian R. Gardner
April 0, 2017 General Counsel
6611 Kenilworth Avenue, Suite 200
Riverdale, Maryland 20737
(301) 454-1670 e (301) 454-1674 fax

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission

FROM: Adrian R. Gardner
General Counsel

RE: Litigation Report for April, 2017

Please find the attached litigation report we have prepared for your meeting scheduled on
Wednesday, April 19, 2017. As always, please do not hesitate to call me in advance if
you would like me to provide a substantive briefing on any of the cases reported.

Table of Contents — March 2017 Report

Composition oF Pending LG .oussensmmmmssssssions i intr o s aomuse s Page 01
Overview of Pendmp Litigation (Chart).......ccusmnmmmmnmmmssmasssenss Page 01
Litigation Activity SUIMIMALY icsusssmsvivissmummiscssomrsimmss s sussssssssisassnsss Page 02
Index of New YTD Cases (FY17) cooiiiriiiererecnreneeeennee st anee s sanee e Page 03
Index of Resolved Y TD Cabes (FY 17) s sy Page 04
Disposition of FY17 Closed Cases Sorted by Department .........ccccooeeininniiiiniinnns Page 05
Index of Reported Cazses Satted by TuisdiGHON. . .o wemmmrssmmisnmsm s sxsonmmemmsmns Page 09
Litigation Report Ordered By Court Jurisdiction .........ccccoeeeiiiiiiiininiiiniiccee Page 10
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March 2017 Composition of Pending Litigation
(Sorted By Subject Matter and Forum)

u.s.
Supreme
Court

Federal
Appeals
Court

Federal
Trial
Court

Maryland
Court of
Appeals

State Trial
Court

Maryland
COSA

Subject Matter
Totals

Admin Appeal:
Land Use

1

1

Admin Appeal:
Other

0

Land Use
Dispute

Tort Claim

Employment
Dispute

Contract Dispute

Property Dispute

Civil
Enforcement

U N Y N EN)

Workers’
Compensation

Debt Collection

Bankruptcy

Miscellaneous

OO0 ~

Per Forum Totals

Composition of Pending Litigation

OVERVIEW OF PENDING LITIGATION

WORKERS
COMP
29%

LAND USE 13%

EMPLOYMENT
4%

TORT CLAIMS

0,
OTHER 29% .

By Major Case Categories

Page 1 of 26
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March, 2017 Litigation Activity Summary

ONTH COUNT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017

Pending Pending New Resolved Pending
In cgi":s Rgi?sll::d Prior Cases Cases Current
Feb/17 FIY FIYTD** FIYTD** Month
Admin Appeal: 1 5 1 1
Land Use (AALU)
Admin Appeal:
Other (AAO) . 0 g
Land Use
Disputes (LD) : 3 3 1
Tort Claims (T) g 1 10 8 8 7
Employment
Disputes (ED) ! i £ 1 !
Contract Disputes
(D) 2 3 1 2 2
Property Disputes
(PD) 0 1 1 2 2 1
Civil Enforcement 1 1 1
(CE)
Workers’
Compensation 6 1 12 2 7 7
(wc)
Debt Collection
0 0 0
(D)
Bankruptcy (B) g g 0
Miscellaneous (M) 4 4 2 3 4
Totals 22 3 0 37 16 28 25
Page 2 of 26
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INDEX OF YTD NEW CASES
(7/1/2016 TO 6/30/17)

A. New Trial Court Cases. Unit Subject Matter
Brooks v. PG County Planning Board, et al PG LD

Green v. Commission PG Tort
Commission v. Town of Forest Heights PG Misc
Commission v. Edwards MC WC

North Point Builders v. Commission PG Tort

Burnette v. Commission PG ED

Swain v. Seay, et al PG Tort

State Farm/Lee v. Commission MC Tort
Commission v. Ayoub MC PD

Milam v. John Doe, et al PG Tort

O’Brien v. Sports & Learning Center PG Tort

Parker v. Commission PG wceC

Napier v. Sewell PG Tort

B. New Appellate Court Cases. Unit Subject Matter
Commission v. Fort Myer Construction Corp. MC CD

Cohhn v. Commission MC Misc

Rounds v. Montgomery County, MD, et al MC PD

Month

July 16
July 16
Sep 16
Sep 16
Sep 16
Sep 16
Oct 16
Oct 16
Nov 16
Feb 17
Feb 17
Mar 17
Mar 17

Month
Aug 16

Sep 16
Mar 17

Page 3 of 26
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INDEX OF YTD RESOLVED CASES
(7/1/2016 TO 6/30/17)

C. Trial Court Cases Resolved.

Leeks v. Commission

Newell v. Commission

Commission v. 2005 Toyota Camry

Commission v. Morgan

Progressive Specialty Insurance Co. v. Davis, et al
Prince George's County, Md. v. Commission
Commission v. Landover Polk Street Property, LLC
Town of Riverdale Park, et al v. Commission
Cohhn, et al v. Commission

Smith v. Commission

Merlos-Montoya v. Commission

Richardson v. Arnette

Beatty v. Commission

Burnette v. Commission

Starks v. Kellogg, et al

Belt v. Commission

Harford Casualty Insurance Co. v. Commission
Commission v. Ayoub

Brooks v. Prince George's County Planning Board
Berry v. Lopez, et al

Sutton v. Commission

North Point Builders v. Commission

Dixon v. Commission

Dixon v. Commission

Trevan, et al v. Cannizzio, et al

D. Appellate Court Cases Resolved.

Fort Myer Construction Co. v. Commission
The Town of Forest Heights v. Commission
Commission v. Hill

Subject Matter

WCC
Tort
MISC
WCC
Tort
LD
PD
AALU
Misc
WCC
Tort
Tort
Tort
WCC
Tort
WCC
CD
PD
LD
Tort
Tort
Tort
WCC
WCC
LD

CD

ED

Month

July 2016
July 2016
July 2016
July 2016
Sept 2016
Sept 2016
Sept 2016
Sept 2016
Sept 2016
Sept 2016
Oct 2016
Oct 2016
Oct 2016
Oct 2016
Oct 2016
Nov 2016
Nov 2016
Jan 2017
Jan 2017
Jan 2017
Feb 2017
Feb 2017
Feb 2017
Feb 2017
Feb 2017

Sept 2016
Jan 2017
Feb 2017
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INDEX OF CASES
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DISTRICT COURT FOR PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, MARYLAND ......coecceremrrerrreer s sessssesssensssnsnsnnas 11
MiIlam V. DOB, €1 @l ..ottt e e e e e et e et e e st e sn e e e e eneeeeaneeeenreeeanne 11
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TugWell V. LOUKELS, B @l .. ..o e e et e e e e et a e e e e e e e annnes 12
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Commission v.. The Town:of Forest: Heights ... i s i siiviniiig 15
Green, et al V. COMMISSION .....c.oiiiiiiiii et e e s sae e e ea s e ae e e e sms e neennesneessennnannes 15
NAPIEE V. SEBWEIL ...t ee e see e eeeeeneesmeeesneesete e seesasesssesaseseseeeasseanseeseesnnensnnes 16
O'Brien:v: Sports & Learning CompPlex. .....ismimmmnmiumsssssmsssr s g s i o o s iy 16
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Watking V. COMIMIESSION ....oiiiiiiii it e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e esaeeeeeeeasaeeeesnsrereen 17
CIRCUIT COURT FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND...........ccoiieieeeeeceeee e 19
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ComMMISSION V. EQWETTAS ..ottt et e et e e e e e ss e e e eseeeesnseseessesessnessnesaan 19
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Fort Myer Construction Corporation V. COMMISSION .ciiuusiaismisaiassiun siisaisssinnssinsnssas isssnsisssisinssianessasssinis 20
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CORNN V. COMMISSION ....iiiiiece et s et e e et e et e e eaeeeaeeeesaeeateeesseeseeesseenseeeseesnsessanesanessnns 21
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Rounds v. Montgomery County, MD, @t @l ... 22
MARYLAND COURT OF APPEALS .......ooooiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e e e e erne e e e ennees 23
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:
Status:

Docket:

DISTRICT COURT FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

State Farm & Lee v. Commission
Case No. 0602-00138102016(Tort)

Harvin

Defense of claim for property damage involving fallen tree on insured'’s property.

Complaint filed.

10/14/16 Complaint filed
11/10/16 Notice of Intention to Defend filed by Commission
05/31/17 Trial date
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DISTRICT COURT FOR PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, MARYLAND

Milam v. Doe and Commission
Case No. 0502-0034226-2016(Tort)

Lead Counsel: Harvin
Other Counsel:

Abstract: Defense of claim for personal injury involving vehicle owned by Commission.
Status: Complaint filed.
Docket:

12/27/16 Complaint filed

02/03/17 Subpoena served on Commission

03/22/17 Court issues notice of service on Commission

Page 11 of 26
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

CIRCUIT COURT FOR CARROLL COUNTY, MARYLAND

Shipe v. Louketis, et al
Case No. 06-C-15-070021 (Tort)

Harvin
Dickerson

Defense of claim for assault & battery, intentional infliction of emotional distress,
negligence, negligent hiring.

In discovery.
10/26/15 Complaint filed
11/20/15 Commission served
12/18/15 Motion to Dismiss and Memorandum filed by Commission
01/04/16 Partial Motion to Dismiss filed by Louketis
01/22/16 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss & Request for Hearing filed
03/07/16 Court grants & denies portions of Commission Motion to
Dismiss
06/20/16 Counter-claim filed by Defendant Louketis
08/30/16 Order consolidating case with 06-C-15-069996
12/02/16 Pre-trial conference
09/11/117 Trial

Tugwell v. Louketis, et al
Case No. 06-C-15-069996 (Tort)

Adams
Dickerson

Defense of claim for assault & battery, intentional infliction of emotional distress,
negligence, negligent hiring.

In discovery.
10/21/15 Complaint filed
11/20/15 Commission served
12/16/15 Motion to Dismiss and supporting Memorandum, Motion for
Protective Order filed by Commission
01/04/16 Partial Motion to Dismiss filed by Louketis

Page 12 of 26
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01/22/16

Amended Complaint filed by Plaintiff

01/27/16 Second Amended Complaint filed by Plaintiff

02/17/16 Line filed by Commission responsive to Second Amended
Complaint and renewing previous Motion to Dismiss

04/15/16 Motions hearing

05/31/16 Motion to Dismiss denied. Court orders Commission to
produce documents with 30 days for in-camera inspection.

06/09/16 Court order modifying scheduling order for discovery and
expert identification

08/30/16 Order consolidating case with 06-C-15-070021

12/02/16 Pre-trial hearing

09/11/117 Trial

Page 13 of 26

154




Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:
Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

Lead Counsel;

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

CIRCUIT COURT FOR PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, MARYLAND

Burnette v. Commission
CAL16-35180 (ED)

Adams
Dickerson

Former park police officer seeks judicial review of termination.

Petition filed.
09/08/16 Petition filed
09/23/16 Response to Petition filed by Commission
02/07/17 Pre-trial conference
03/24/17 Commission Memorandum of Law filed

Commission v. Ford
CAL16-02123 (WC W070371)

Foster

Commission is appealing the WCC'’s decision regarding determination that injury
occurred during course of employment.

Pending settlement.

02/12/16 Petition for Judicial Review filed

02/29/16 Response to Petition for Judicial Review filed by Commission
09/21/16 Pre-trial conference

03/02/17 Case to be dismissed pending settlement approval by WCC.

Commission v. Fulwood
CAL16-02193 (WC W070371)

Foster

Commission is appealing the WCC's finding that claimant had an occupational
disease.

Pending trial.

| 02/26/16 Petition for Judicial Review filed
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

09/06/16 Motion to Exclude Claimant as Party filed by Commission

10/28/16 Court denied Commission’s Motion to Exclude Claimant as
Party

01/1917 Status conference

0 1/25/17 Pre-trial statement filed by Commission

05/18/17 Trial

Commission, et al v. The Town of Forest Heights

Mills

CAL 16-29110 (M)

Commission filed a declaratory judgment action against the Town of Forest

Heights.

Complaint filed.

07/20/16 Complaint filed

08/31/16 Defendant filed Answer

09/20/16 Court returns Defendant’s Answer failure to pay filing fees

09/27/16 Defendant files Answer

02/08/17 Pretrial conference

02/16/17 Memorandum of Court extending motions and discovery
deadlines

051917 Motions hearing

Green, et al v. Commission

Harvin

CAL16-26277 (Tort)

Defense of claim for personal injury involving fall by minor child from playground
equipment at Peppermill Recreation Center.

In discovery.
06/14/16 Complaint filed.
08/22/16 Commission files answer.
02/28/16 Pre-trial conference
06/30/17 ADR Conference
08/30/17 Trial date
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156




Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:
Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:
Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

Napier v. Sewell
CAL17-04285 (Tort)

Foster

Defense of claim for personal injury involving automobile accident.

Motion to Dismiss filed.

02/14/17 Complaint filed

04/04/17 Commission filed Motion to Dismiss Complaint and/or in the
alternative, Motion for Summary Judgment

O’Brien v. Sports & Learning Complex
CAL17-00241(Tort)

Harvin

Defense of claim for personal injury involving slip and fall at swimming pool.

Complaint filed.

01/11/17 Complaint filed
03/03/17 Service of complaint on Commission
03/31/17 Amended Complaint filed

Parker v. Commission
CAL16-07506 (WC W071945)

Foster

Claimant/employee is seeking de novo judicial review of the WCC's decision
denying she has an occupational disease.

Pending trial.
03/11/16 Petition for Judicial Review filed
03/21/16 Response to Petition filed
04/04/16 Interrogatories/Production of Documents filed by Commission
05/31/17 ADR hearing date
07/31/17 Trial date
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Swain v. Seay, et al
CAEF16-10315 (M)

Lead Counsel: Dickerson
Other Counsel:
Abstract: Plaintiff files to foreclose a statutory attorney’s lien on property with a Historic

Agriculture Resource Preservation Program Deed of Easement.

Status: Complaint filed.
Docket:
04/01/16 Complaint filed
09/23/16 Motion to Dismiss filed
10/06/16 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss filed
11/18/16 Answer to Petition filed by Commission
12/08/16 Motion to Dismiss filed by North Arundel Savings Bank
12/27/16 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss and request for hearing filed
by Plaintiff

Watkins v. Commission
CAL15-40296 (WC W050003)

Lead Counsel: Foster
Other Counsel:

Abstract: Claimant/employee is seeking de novo judicial review of the WCC's decision
denying authorization for medical treatment.

Status: Pending trial.
Docket:
12/30/15 Petition for Judicial Review filed
01/21/16 Response to Petition filed
06/08/16 Pretrial conference
04/04/17 Case continued; entry of new counsel for Claimaint/Employee
05/08/17 Trial date

Watkins v. Commission
CAL16-07583 (WC W050003)

Lead Counsel: Foster
Other Counsel:

Abstract: Claimant/employee is seeking de novo judicial review of the WCC’s decision
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Status:
Docket:

denying authorization for medical treatment.

Pending frial.
03/16/16 Petition for Judicial Review filed
04/05/16 Response to Petition filed
08/18/16 Pre-trial conference; Court orders this case to be consolidated
with case CAL15-40296 for hearing.
04/04/17 Case continued; entry of new counsel for Claimant/Plaintiff
05/08/17 Trial date
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

Commission v. Atwell
Case No. 422131-V (WC #W072421)

Lead Counsel: Foster
Other Counsel:

Abstract: Commission seeks judicial review of WCC Order finding that employee sustained
an accidental injury arising out of and in the course of employment.

Status: Case to be remanded to WCC.
Docket:
06/03/16 Petition filed.
111716 Pretrial hearing
03/28/17 Joint Motion to Remand and Stipulation of Dismissal filed

Commission v. Edwards
Case No. 425765-V (WC #W072408)

Lead Counsel: Foster
Other Counsel:

Abstract: Commission seeks judicial review of WCC Order entitling Claimant to 25% loss of
body use under other cases.

Status: Case remanded to WCC.

Docket:
09/30/16 Petition for Judicial Review filed by Commission.
10/11/16 Answer by Claimant
03/15/117 Case remanded to WCC.

Commission v. Johnson
Case No. 366677-V (CE)

Lead Counsel: Harvin
Other Counsel: Dickerson
Abstract: Commission requesting finding of contempt in case in which the Court already

granted the Commission’s Petition for Judicial enforcement of Administrative
Decision by the Planning Board Concerning Forest Conservation Easement
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Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

violation.

Further collection action and attempts to seek compliance by foreclosing bank.

11/22/113 Petition for Issuance of Show Cause Order Filed

01/16/14 Contempt Hearing held and Judicial Order issued

01/22/14 Order-Defendant must respond to Plaintiff's Interrogatories by
2117114

Fort Myer Construction Corporation v. Commission

Case No. 399804-V (CD)

MarcusBonsib, LLC (Bruce L. Marcus)

Dickerson

Plaintiff filed complaint for alleged delays and damages associated with the
erection of a steel girder pedestrian bridge in Montgomery County.

Pending status hearing.

01/23/15 Complaint filed

04/27/15 Motion for Appropriate Relief (Motion to Stay) filed by
Commission

05/19/15 Plaintiff's Response to Commission’s Motion for Appropriate
Relief

10/27/115 Court grants Commission’s Motion to Stay pending decisions
from Court of Special Appeals

10/27/15 Commission’s Motion for Stay granted

10/28/16 Notice of 2-507 Letter issued

11/23/16 Plaintiff's Motion to Defer Entry of Md. Rule 2-507

12/05/16 Commission’s response to Plaintiff's Motion to Defer Entry of
Dismissal or in alternative Motion to Compel Answer

12/23/16 Court orders case to stay on the docket, to be set in for status
hearing

3/16/17 Status Hearing; Court orders continuation of stay; to remain on
docket

06/08/17 Status Hearing
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Lead Counsel:
Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

MARYLAND COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

Cohhn v. Commisison
September Term 2016, No. 1577 (M)
(Originally filed under 409148-V in Montgomery County)

Harvin
Dickerson

Plaintiff appealed Circuit Court ruling granting the judgment in favor of the
Commission and denying Plaintiff's request to restrain Commission’s Archery

Managed Deer Hunting Program in Montgomery County.

Appeal filed.
09/30/16 Notice of Appeal filed
01/26/17 Brief filed by Appellant
03/31/17 Commission Brief filed
10/2017 Oral Argument

Friends of Croom Civic Association, et al. v. Commission
Case No. 02177, September Term 2015 (AALU)
(Originally filed under CAL14-32333)

Mills
Borden

Defense against Administrative Appeal of decision by the Planning Board to
approve Preliminary Plan 4-11004 in Stephen's Crossing at Brandywine.

Awaiting decision.

12/07/15 Notice of Appeal
05/27/16 Commission Brief due
12/06/16 Oral Argument, pending decision
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

Rounds v. Montgomery County, MD, et al
September Term, 2016, No. 02501(PD)
(Originally filed under #350954-V in Montgomery County)

Gardner
Dickerson
Harvin

Defense of claim for violations of the Maryland Constitution and declaratory relief
concerning alleged Farm Road easement.

Appeal filed.

L02/03/17 Notice of Appeal filed
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:
Docket:

MARYLAND COURT OF APPEALS

URS Corporation, et al v. Fort Myer Construction Corporation

September Term, 20186, No. 31 (CD)

MarcusBonsib, LLC (Bruce L. Marcus)

Dickerson

Commission seeks review of reversal of award of sanctions against Fort Myers
and other related procedural issues.

Awaiting decision.

06/07/16 Petition for Writ of Certiorari filed by Commission.
08/19/16 Court grants Certiorari petitions of Commission and URS.
12/02/16 Oral Argument, pending decision
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Lead Counsel;

Other Counsel:

Abstract:

Status:

Docket:

U.S. DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND

Pulte Home Corporation, et al v. Montgomery County, et al

Case No. 8:14-cv-03955 (LD)
(Originally filed under Case No. 397601V-Mont. Cty)

Outside Counsel-Whiteford Taylor and Preston
Gardner/Dickerson/Adams

Plaintiff filed complaint for alleged delays and damages associated with the
construction of a residential development in Clarksburg, Maryland.

In discovery.

12/18/14 Notice of Removal and Complaint filed

01/02/15 Commission files Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative for
Summary Judgment and Supporting Memorandum

01/09/15 Plaintiffs file Motion to Remand.

02/05/15 Defendant Montgomery County's Opposition to Motion to
Remand

02/06/15 Commission’s Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Remand

02/06/15 Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant M-NCPPC’s Motion to
Dismiss

02/23/15 Plaintiff's Reply in Support of Motion to Remand

02/23/15 Commission’s Reply to Opposition to Motion to Dismiss

07/17/15 Order denying Pulte’s Motion to Remand; Order denying
MNCPPC’s Motion to Dismiss with leave to respond to
complaint with 14 days

07/31/15 Commission’s Answer to Complaint

07/31/15 Commission’s Motion for Reconsideration

08/26/15 Plaintiffs’ Oppaosition to Commission’s Motion for
Reconsideration filed

09/24/15 Commission’s Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to
Reconsideration of the Court’s Denial of the Commission’s
Moation to Dismiss filed

12/29/15 Court denies Commission Motion for Reconsideration of
Denial of Motion to Dismiss

01/07/16 Chambers Conference Call

02/19/16 E-Discovery Conference

04/01/16 E-Discovery Conference

05/27/16 County’s Motion for Protective Order filed

05/27/16 Commission’s Motion for Protective Order filed

06/16/16 Protective Order Motions denied without prejudice

05/14117 Dispositive pretrial motions

09/17/16 Joint Defense Agreement executed between Commission
and Montgomery County, Maryland

09/29/16 & Outside counsel enters appearance

10/3/16

01/12/17 Motions hearing on discovery related matters

Page 24 of 26

165




01/25/17 Rulings entered on various discovery matters

03/06/17 Telephone Conference

03/10117 Court ordered discovery by Pulte & Commission to be
completed by 4/10/17

09/27117 Discovery deadline; status report due
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Lead Counsel:

Other Counsel:

Abstract:
Status:

Docket:

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

American Humanist Association, et al v. Commission
No. 15-2597 Case #8:14-cv550-DKC (M)

Dickerson
Gardner
Adams

Defense of claim alleging violation of establishment clause of Constitution.

Awaiting decision.

12/30/15 Notice of Appeal filed

02/29/16 Appellant’s brief filed

04/04/16 Response brief by Appellees filed

03/07/16 Brief Amici Curiae filed by Freedom from Religion Foundation
and Center for Inquiry in Support of Appellants

04/11/16 Brief Amici Curiae of The Becket Fund for Religious Liberty in
Support of Appellees

04/11/16 Brief Amici Curiae Senator Joe Machin and Representatives

Doug Collins, Vicky Hartzler, Jody Hice, Evan Jenkins, Jim
Jordan, Mark Meadows and Alex Mooney in Support of

Appellees

04/11/16 Brief Amici Curiae State of West Virginia and 24 Other States
supporting Appellees

04/18/16 Appellant's Reply brief filed

12/07/16 Oral Argument held, awaiting decision
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