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Testimony follow-up

LINDA Wengel [lwengel@msn.com]

Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 5:04 PM

To: CouncilMail

Cc:  Town Center [Ifoehrkolb@yahoo.com]; Jeryl Baker [villagemanager@columbiatowncenter.org]; Kirsten Coombs
[kcoombs1209@gmail.com]; Joel Broida [jbroidal@gmail.com]; Augusta Monique [moniqueaugusta@yahoo.com]; Lin Eagan
[Lin.eagan@ca-board.org]

I am hoping that at the July 25th work session, we will be able to get answers to
our questions about the DRRA. If it is signed as is, will the Planning Board have
the ability to say no to housing on the fire station site, will the public have an
opportunity to help select a new library location and will the DAP and the Planning
Board and DPZ have input on the SDP? Will the 16 step process still apply to every
new EFDP and SDP? We wonder if there will even be FDPs for the affordable housing
sites.

We do understand the complexity of everything that is now before you, and are
relying on your experience, community responsiveness, and good instincts to see it

through to a satisfactory conclusion. Linda Wengel, Town Center Village Board

Sent from my iPad
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TIF for downtown Columbia

Robert A. Brown [rbrown1@umd.edu]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 5:30 PM
To: CouncilMalil

Please not pass the TIF plan proposed by Kittleman - it is a boondoggle and raises taxes to benefit the
developer. He calls himself a conservative?

Robert Brown

Robert A. Brown, Ph.D., ABPP

p:410-992-4271 | m:410-707-5562 | e:rbrown1@umd.edu | 2:10069-4
Windstream Drive, Columbia, MD 21044

Get a signature like this: Click here!

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed...  7/21/2016



Banneker Fire House Issue Page 1 of 1

Banneker Fire House Issue

Jeane Evans [sewjeane@outlook.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 5:45 PM
To: CouncilMail

I support my neighbors who are against building affordable housing units over the
Banneker Fire House. | have lived in my Wyndham condominium for 15 years
We all have heard the reasons that building housing over the Banneker Fire House
Is a bad idea....I won’t bore you with them.

| watched the July 14™ council meeting on TV. After watching for 4 and % hours,
The most obvious answer to the “downtown problem” is GOOD TRANSPORTATION
Everybody who works, or shops or has dinner in town center can’t live there,

It’s too expensive, there is no room to build more housing.....we don’t need more
Parking garages. If Montgomery County can have good transportation...............
Why can’t Howard County? We expect seniors, cleaning persons, teenagers,etc.
To get around...why not make it easy and affordable ?

SINCErelY v Jeane Evans

5837 Wyndham Circle # 103
Columbia, Md
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Columbia development

Rose Edwards [Rosewards@msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 6:03 PM
To: CouncilMail

Slow the pace of turning Columbia into another big city. That's why | left Baltimore. Creating 900 low
income units is a reasonable amount. Stick to the original plan.
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Lisa Markovitz Downtown Columbia Testimony via email

Imarkovitz@comcast.net
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 6:36 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear Council Members:

I am unable to appear in person to testify this month as | have a ruptured Achilles tendon, and am not mobile
enough yet to go out much. Here is my testimony on the Downtown Columbia development legislation. Good
luck with your very busy legislative agenda.

Sincerely,
Lisa Markovitz

I have concerns about the plans in the areas of affordable housing and the TIF. The County’s plan claims to
provide a larger number of affordable units than Council Member Terrasa’s plan. | don’t see that, because
most of the units in the County's plan are not provided by Howard Hughes on their property so how can one
count them as provided BY HH? If you take the units out that aren't provide BY them, then they are
providing about 5 % of the total units. The rest are able to be provided under either plan, so there is no
reason to put those on one side of this comparison. Thus, Council Member Terrasa's plan provides more
units of affordable housing quite clearly. Her plan also seems to have these units spread out and not
differentiated from market units much, as they are simply required in all the projects across the plan, versus
on top of facilities, and in specified buildings.

Can HH "afford" to provide the affordable housing that is at least somewhere close to what other developers
have to provide? Well, look at the total 6400 units and a sale or rental income estimate will tell you it seems
a flat 15% reduced market unit amount is an utterly reasonable cost to fulfill this requirement.

Rules need to apply to all. | realize that this project is very large, and over a large period of time, but that
doesn't make it necessary to have a completely different set of rules to apply, because the available profit is
magnified as well, not just the costs. Columbia market rates are going to be good. | don't see big risk in
filling these units, and this is not a blighted community, where we need developers to take big financial risks
in order to get something done, so benefits are needed.

Glven these facts, it's easy for me to support Terrasa's plan when it comes to affordable housing.

As for the TIF, | understand the district issue, the property tax expectations and what is and is not a direct
benefit to the developer here. Yet, there are things the TiF is planning on funding that are typically costs the
developer would incur due to their adding density to infrastructure, specifically herein, payments to upgrade
roads. There are things in the TIF provided that developers don't typically fund as well. It makes sense to
do a TIF, even in a prosperous area if SO many public works are needed to help the area with the changes,
that it will get things started sooner and get more done to do a TIF; however, we really need to NOT include
the County paying for these things instead of the developer where they are typically made to kick in more. |
do not see details in the legislation, about how much the County is paying versus the developer. We have
heard the developer is paying the "same" as the 2010 plan would cost them, but let's look at how this
unbalanced scale got created, that we now have.

In 2010, CE Ken Ulman and the 2010 Council allowed 5500 units to be built without any affordable housing
required. A fee was paid instead, but that never turned into actual units being provided. HH wants more
density, and likely a faster pacing with the allocation needs, APFO delays, etc,, and so they were back to the
table. Let's start looking at the scale here with the County's plan. On HH’s side: they get 200 more units;
TIF financing offsets their need to fund infrastructure; most of the affordable units are provided elsewhere,
so they are being allowed to only provide 5%, and they receive lowered parking requirements (so the max
units can fit). On the other hand, the County gets from this deal....... um, the fact that the development will
happen? Is that truly in question?
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Given the requested amendments to the General Plan, and exemptions from APFO to reduce the waiting
time to implement these units, it is clear that there is no desire to have development slowed to pace with the
County’s ability to provide infrastructure. Also, the developer will not be required to fund it, even what other
developers typically have to fund. Therefore, being a realist, | support the TIF, because it is the only way the
infrastructure is going to get done in any kind of timely fashion. So, should the developer pay more? Should
we pace things more slowly to keep the quality of life decent for those here and those coming? Of course,
but knowing, without the TIF, the development will come and the upgrades won’t happen, that's not
acceptable. So, yes, do the TIF, but let's be more clear about how it is being implemented.

I have heard that the developer will have to pay for any cost of the planned public works that is higher than
the tax-increment funding, and that their profit is "capped" to a "reasonable" amount, and over that it is
"shared" with the County. | am not seeing either of these clauses in the legislation, or developer agreement.
| assume the overage, gap, payment being referred to as paid by the developer, is actually referencing the
clause that the County is only pledging the Tl money to pay the bond debt. So, the balance is the district Tl
amount then, but that's only paid by the developer where they own and continue to own those properties,
and what if THAT is still not enough?

So, in closing, | request of the Council to please make the payments of infrastructure expenses in the
scenario levels very clear about who is responsible, and to NOT ALLOW bonds to cost 12%, that's
ridiculous. Why not use language tying to a specific market index rate? Lastly, please firm up the language
and put it in the agreement, or legislation, this profit cap situation, and if there's a cap, and it's pretty much
being guaranteed by all these benefits, why not have the rest go mostly to the County? Also, | cannot
imagine why you would tie yours and future legislators' hands for 40 years on making any changes that
might be needed.

Thank you for your considerations, and attention to these time-consuming, important matters. Have a nice
recess.

Lisa Markovitz
personally, and as President of The People's Voice, LLC
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Fire Station Housing Plan

Sandra Miller [myst.6@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 7:23 PM
To: CouncilMail

Council, with respect:

I have lived at Wyndham Condo for 21 years and when I bought it was with the understanding that the land the fire station is
on was untouchable for any further construction. Now, it is being considered for 200 units to sit on top of the new fire station
for housing. This is an unreasonable idea to begin with but also extremely unfair to use this property that owners were told
was untouchable land per the County and we trusted that when we bought at Wyndham and were given land plans at
purchase that showed that the land would not be used for further development.

I am asking, since designated other sites are within less than two miles ( the Flier building and the HC Library and Toby's site)
from the fire station site, that all this is just too close a cluster of housing development and that this site not be considered
further as a housing site. The other issue that so concerns the residents of both Banneker and Wyndham is that there is no
room for parking and it is a dead end street, only one exit out of the property. Itis a really bad choice for housing at this
location. Please do not consider this location as a housing location.

I had planned to be at the meeting tomorrow but my car is in repair so I could not attend.
Thank you for your consideration in this important issue.

Sandra Miller

5827 Wyndham Circle

Unit #103
Columbia, Md 21044
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Columbia downtown development

Mary Ann Barry [mabarry4@comcast.net]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 8:35 PM
To: CouncilMail )

I do not support public financing of the infrastructure that the developers should
be providing.
We also should be sure there is affordable housing.

Mary Ann Barry

5464 Wild Lilac
Columbia, Md 21045
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Development and raising taxes

Bonnie Stuart [bstuart1022@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 10:48 PM
To: CouncilMail

I strongly opposed the Kittlemans plan to continue developing the town center in
Howard County and increasing current property owners property taxes by $2,00.00 plus
to complete this project.

We the people have had no say in this.

Thanks for your support for the people

Bonnie Stuart

11170 Chambers Ct

Unit H

Woodstock, Md. 21163

Sent from my iPad
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Downtown Columbia

no-reply@howardcountymd.gov
Sent: Sunday, July 17, 2016 11:38 PM
To: billwoodcock1l7@gmail.com

First
Name:

Last
Name:

Email:

Street
Address:

City:
Subject:

William

Woodcock

billwoodcockl7@gmail.com

6127 Orient Lane

Columbia
Downtown Columbia

Dear Members of the County Council, My name is Bill Woodcock and I live at 6127 Orient
Lane, Columbia, MD 21045. I'm submitting written testimony to address the entirely of the
bills submitted thus far regarding the redevelopment of Downtown Columbia-- the
Administration's bill package, in addition to those submitted by Councilmember Jen
Terrasa. I commend all those involved with discussing and negotiating and writing all the
local resolutions and bills-- of which there are currently 11-- before you. I'm also submitting
written testimony, rather than oral, so that the message I need to share with is neither lost
nor diluted. I hope also, that you will read thoroughly and consider seriously what I'm
writing. Because all of you have a once in a lifetime opportunity. And each of you have an
opportunity to create and cement a legacy, as elected officials and as stewards of this
community. And my view is that, to realize that opportunity, some big questions have to be
answered here about downtown redevelopment. Maybe these questions have been answered.
But maybe, some of them haven't even yet been asked? I was reading social media last
week, specifically Facebook posts about downtown redevelopment, and a supporter of
downtown redevelopment, who has long been known to support the Administration's
package, in trying to convince a dissenter, attempted to draw a picture of a redeveloped
Columbia as, "picture Bethesda or Reston". As models of what a redeveloped Columbia
could be. Well. I believe in downtown redevelopment. I know a lot of people who want to
move here. Because the way Columbia and Howard County are planned and designed
makes sense. It's well managed. It's not....wait for it.... places like Bethesda or Reston. So
no. I don't want Bethesda or Reston here. And a lot of people in Bethesda or Reston, don't
want Bethesda or Reston where they live! And what also strikes in the comparison to other
suburbs is... this is a once in a two generation opportunity. That's that legacy thing I talked
about earlier. And, 40 or 50 years from now, do we want our children and grandchildren,
maybe even great grandchildren, to say, "Yep, they redeveloped Columbia all right. Made it
look just like Bethesda or Reston. Boy, did they do great!" I don't think we do. I think we
want history to think of us-- all of us-- as visionaries and people who cared deeply about
this community. And before us is a chance to do that. To create something visionary. So I'm
going to use the balance of this testimony to discuss what I think visionary looks like. Most
of which is in the context of these pieces of legislation, but some of it isn't. First, if we're
going to create Downtown Columbia, let's create it. I keep hearing about Oakland Mills as
being part of "Downtown Columbia". Then let's expand the Tax Incentive Financing (TIF)
area to include the Oakland Mills Village Center area. Second, a question: we want to beat
our chests here and say we're creating something "world class" in Columbia. Let's stop
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Message:

using that term so loosely. What do world-class cities have? A landmark. The Sydney Opera
House. The Empire State Building. Big Ben. What is Columbia's landmark? I suggest that
it's Merriweather Post Pavilion. And as such, MPP has to be taken care of. It's been
renovated. It must also be provided for in terms of parking and other infrastructure and it
must be transferred over. There are good people who want to cultivate Merriweather and
make it what they want it to be. Younger people for whom this is literally their life's work.
Let them have that chance. I would like to see Howard Hughes commit to a date certain at
which Merriweather would be transferred. It should be transferred before any downtown
Columbia redevelopment legislation is enacted. Third, there's a lot of jobs that are projected
to be created and brought to Downtown Columbia. By my read, 19,000. Over twice the
number of residents the 6,400 projected residential units will house, and one job for about
every 15 Howard Countians. With the workplace moving farther from physical structure
and hierarchical offices, and towards hotelling situations and telework, I'm not sure if all of
those projected 4.3 million square feet of commercial space will be needed. I'd love to see
some forward-projecting data that supports this figure. Fourth, the TIF figure. A TIF is an
unusual funding mechanism for this, I find. It's been pointed out to me that Arundel Mills,
for example, was built using a TIF mechanism. And I pointed out to my friend, that the
Arundel Mills area was woods. This is not Arundel Mills. It's already a successful area and
so to ensure continued success, I find myself not so much against the TIF, but curious about
how it will be backstopped should the economy run into problems and revenue projections
not meet the mark. I would suggest that the developer, property owners, and tenants would
share the responsibility somehow, but if it looks like meeting the TIF targets means levying
fees and charges that places rents out of market-- what then? Not sure I've heard an answer
to this question. And fifth, for the county's investment, what are we getting? Are we getting
a sustainable Columbia? How will commercial and residential space be built? Fir example,
sustainable, certified space would make sense. Achieving the dream of a carbon neutral,
green Columbia-- that would be wonderful! Game changing. Legacy defining. But if we're
just going to build little squares with lots of back-in, slanted parking-- not so excited about
that. That's kinda lame in fact. So I'd like to see some development details? Maybe these
exist already, at least in part. Sixth, this part about affordable housing. Those who know me
know I'm not a fan of the Rouse Vision. But conceptually, what Jim Rouse talked about was
very important and should be maintained. And chief among these tenets was housing for all
income levels, spread throughout Columbia. Therefore, I'm not in favor of developments
that are entirely targeted towards lower income levels. I am in favor of every development
offering a mix of housing options. And newer ways to explore housing with lower rent, such
as smaller apartments to take advantage of some current housing preferences, should be
explored. And implemented! And these apartments should all be built of the same materials,
development by development. Seventh, and last, I don't see "jigsaw parts" on either of these
packages. For example, I see a transit center discussed, but what's the broad vision for it? It
doesn't need to be defined totally, but is this an enhanced county system? Spurs of
Baltimore light rail and Washington Metro? A direct line to BWI? A maglev train stop?
Some ideas, please. Same thing goes for the vision of a downtown Columbia school. Where
would that go, even conceptually? Right now I don't think we know. And we should! So I
am urging all of you, Councilmembers, and the Administration to put all this together. I
commend Councilmember Terrasa for her plan, but there shouldn't just be a "Terrasa Plan".
There should be a Ball Plan. A Fox Plan. A Sigaty Plan. And a Weinstein Plan. It makes
sense to do so, don't you think? That way you can listen to people, add your own ideas, get
your plans together, synthesize with other plans that already exist, and forge a result that
produces not a solution agreed upon by a committee, which contains nothing about which
anyone is passionate. Rather, the forged result should be a grand plan, which is achievable,
and which brings glory not just to Howard Hughes Corporation, or to any of you, but to all
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Howard County, for many decades to come. I regret that I'm not available in person to ask
questions, but I urge any of you to contact me at 410-963-0717 or at
billwoodcock17@gmail.com. Thank you.
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Re: [HOWARD-CITIZEN] A Guide for the Downtown Columbia Legislative
Package -- TIF

Barbara Russell [babsrussell@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, July 18, 2016 3:19 AM

To: HOWARD-CITIZEN@yahoogroups.com

Cc: Kittleman, Allan; CouncilMail

To all,
Been out of the loop for a short while.
Thank you Charles for the info below. It is very helpful.

For years the Ulman and I believe now the Kittleman administrations have been touting the awards
Columbia and Howard County have received from national groups for being one of the best counties,
towns, cities in the USA in which to live. Then, in 2010 the county passed legislation increasing the
density allowed for downtown Columbia to 5500 housing units greatly increasing the value of the
Howard Hughes (HH) property. HH is building here because it knows it will be a very very profitable
venture.

[s there no limit to which the HH corporation will go to squeeze every last dollar of profit from their
project at the expense of the Howard County tax payers? The answer to that question apparently is --
no, as long as they can get away with it.

This leads to the more relevant question. Is there no limit that the elected representatives of Howard
County will go to do whatever HH asks for at the expense of the Howard County tax payers? The
answer to that question apparently is -- no, as long as they can get away with it.

Democrats, Republicans -- it doesn't make any difference. As a lifelong Democrat, in the last two
county elections, I publicly supported and campaigned among my fellow Democrats for the Republican
candidates for County Executive based on the two Democratic candidate's support for the give-away to
GGP/HH on downtown development. The first Republican I supported joined the administration of the
Democratic County Executive he ran against. The second Republican is apparently continuing the give-
away to HH with the TIF, the ridiculous affordable housing proposal, tearing down a perfectly good
library (after spending money to improve it on two recent occasions) and the list goes on.

This also amazes me because I thought Republicans are supposed to be good at business and I believe
these are the worst business deals in the history of the county for at least the last 50 years.

But, as long as citizens continue to accept this behavior from our local politicians by not voting them
out of office, they will continue to ignore us. Jen Terrasa is the exception this time around. Although, I
will say that I believe Howard County voters did send a message in the last election with regard to at
least two supporters of the GGP/HH give away -- just my opinion -- but the others don't seem to get it.

Barbara

On Jul 8, 2016, at 5:07 PM, Charles Scott cscott@Loyola.edu [HOWARD-CITIZEN] wrote:
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Below is a description--my understanding, as an Economist--of what Tax Increment Financing (TIF) is and how
it relates to the current proposal. My definition of TIF is from Wikipedia, but | also looked at the state of
Maryland implementation of TIF at Planning.maryland.gov.

| strongly disagree with the use of TIF in Columbia Town Center, as | lay out below. | have not read the
proposal, so the application of TIF in the proposal may vary from my description in specifics. However, the
idea of using a funding method intended to "jump-start" development in an area like Columbia where
development is well underway, does not seem appropriate, or necessary.

TIF--Tax Increment Financing--consists of

1. Designating a TIF district. This will include the target for development, and additional territory "that would
likely be affected by the development." How this district is defined is very important, as all new tax revenue
(tax increment) collected during the time horizon defined in the TIF will go to paying for the development
(paying for the bonds).

2. Issuing bonds for funding the development chosen to be done.

3. Applying any increment in tax revenue in the designated district to pay off the bonds.

If the property values in the TIF district are increased by the development, these properties will incur increased
property taxes on the increased value. This additional tax would then be applied to paying for the
development. The main use of TIFs has been to redevelop "blighted" areas that would not be redeveloped
without this preferential (public) funding. | say public funding because the bonds used to fund the development
are paid for out of future tax revenue.

NOTE: California, where TIFs were first used, has chosen to restrict the use of this type of financing.

In Columbia's situation,

1. The proposed development area is not blighted.

2. Property values continue to rise in Columbia without this development. This underlying increment to the tax
base would be captured to pay for the bonds used to finance the development, rather than being available for
other public expenditures.

3. The housing proposed will bring more residents to the county, causing there to be a need for added
infrastructure--roads, schools, etc. Not only is there limited provision for this infrastructure by the developer in
the current legislation, with the TIF, any new revenues (in the designated TIF district) would now go to paying
for the development itself, not the added infrastructure. How would we then pay for the added need for roads
and schools? The only option would be to tax non-TIF district tax payers.

4. The residents near the fire house (Banniker) fear that their property values will actually fall due to the
affordable housing proposed over the fire house (based upon their association's representative testimony at
Wilde Lake Middle School). If this were to occur, how would the bonds--read county financial obligation--be
paid off?

5. TIF sounds like a subsidy to the developer. In fact, it is public funding of the development in such a way that
the cost is deferred to after the expense of the development occurs. It appears to be "free" since this funding
is out of "incremental" revenue. However, these increments to taxes might not be a result of the development
itself, and therefore applying these funds to the TIF financed development means that these funds are not
available for other projects. These other needs--schools, roads, public services, etc.--must be funded out of
other tax sources, or not done at all.

6. TIF was developed as a means to foster development that would not have occurred otherwise. Unless the
developer is allowed to ignore their obligation to provide affordable housing as part of their currently authorized
5500 units, the proposed affordable housing will occur without TIF. Why publicly pay for (TIF) what the private
market will already provide--if Howard Hughes is held to their obligations.

7. The current proposal claims to provide low income housing. However, it actually allows Howard Hughes to
provide NO affordable housing in the 5500 units it is authorized to build. The affordable housing is then
provided at County taxpayer expense--through TIF--on County land! There is much here for Howard Hughes,
but NOT MUCH for the County. It is window dressing to hide the fact that Howard Hughes is not being
required to provide any affordable housing.

8. Jen Terrasa's proposal holds Howard Hughes accountable for their obligation to provide affordable housing
as part of the 5500 units authorized, without restricting future tax revenues to pay for it. Howard Hughes was
aware of the type of community they were buying into, and what the expectations were with respect to
development. Councilwoman Terrasa's proposal is just holding them accountable for what Columbia was
intended to be.

Charles Scott
Sent from my iPad

On Jul 6, 2016, at 10:10 PM, 'Stu Kohn' stukohn@verizon.net [HOWARD-CITIZEN] <HOWARD-
CITIZEN@yahoogroups.com> wrote:
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All,

In an attempt to keep you informed as to activities relating to the Downtown
Columbia Legislation the Howard County Citizens Association (HCCA) has
been working to try and obtain a fair process for concerned citizens to have a
solid voice in the legislative process regarding this most complex package. We
have been communicating with our officials to try and ensure we ALL get the
picture. There are two attachments for your use. They are the “Downtown
Columbia Legislative Package” and “Downtown Columbia Legislative
Schedule Overview — July 2016” The contents are provided below:

Stu Kohn

HCCA, President

Subject: Downtown (DT) Columbia Legislative Package

Prepared by: Stu Kohn, President HCCA

The information below is a composite list of the array of Bills and Resolutions
which comprise the Downtown Columbia legislative proposals. The proposed
schedule as stated on the County Council website -- Upcoming Council
Meetings is as follows:

Friday, July 8 — Legislative Session — 10:00am
Monday, July 11 — Special Leg Work Session — 8:30am
Thursday, July 14 — Special Public Hearing — 6:00pm
Monday, July 18 — Legislative Public Hearing — 6:00pm

Monday, July 25 — Legislative Work Session — 8:30am
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Friday, July 29 -- Legislative session — 10am

See attachment “Downtown Columbia Legislative Schedule Overview — July
2016 as well as the contents below we received from Jessica

Feldmark, Administrator, Howard County Council. Please note the Rules of
Engagement when Testifying as described when referring to July 14.

July 2016 Legislative Schedule Overview for Legislation Regarding Downtown Columbia

Given the robust legislative agenda pending before the County Council this month and in
anticipation of significant public participation, the Council has augmented its regular legislative
schedule with additional meetings — one work session and one public hearing — focused
specifically on the legislation related to Downtown Columbia (listed at the end of this
document). The timeline below outlines the Council’s legislative schedule for July with brief
descriptions of the process the Council will follow at each meeting.

Friday, July 8, 10:00 a.m. - legislative session

This is the Council’s regular legislative session, which happens to fall later than usual this year
due to holiday observances for the Fourth of July and Eid Ul Fitr. At the end of this legislative
session, there will be initial presentations of the Downtown-related legislation — approximately
10 minutes each for three legislative packages (the Administration’s affordable housing
package, Councilwoman Terrasa’s affordable housing package, and the TIF package). At the
end of each presentation, Council Members will have an opportunity to raise issues and
questions fo be addressed at the work session on July 11. The Council will not begin discussion
at this session; it will simply be identifying topics of discussion for the work session.

Monday, July 11, 8:30 a.m. - special legislative work session (Downtown only)

This special legislative work session will provide an opportunity for the Council to begin more in-
depth discussion of the legislation related to affordable housing in Downtown Columbia and the
proposed TIF for Downtown Columbia. Legislative work sessions are open meetings. The
public is welcome to attend; however, testimony is not taken at a work session.

Thursday, July 14, 6:00 p.m. - special public hearing (Downtown only)

This will be a special public hearing focused only on legislation related to Downtown Columbia.
All of the Downtown legislation will be heard together as a group. Sponsors will not present their
legislation at this hearing, as those initial presentations will have already been completed on
July 8. Members of the public will have the opportunity to testify on any or all of the legislation.
Each person, whether testifying as an individual or as the representative of an organization, will
have up to five minutes to testify, additional minute if the testimony will address both affordable
housing and the proposed TIF.

Monday, July 18, 6:00 p.m. — regular legislative public hearing
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This is the regular legislative public hearing for all legislation introduced in July, including the
Downtown-related legislation. The hearing will begin at 6:00 p.m. Downtown-related legislation
will be at the end of the agenda. Once again, all of the Downtown legislation will be read
together as a group and members of the public will have up to five minutes to testify, with an
additional minute if the testimony will address both affordable housing and the proposed TIF.

Monday, July 25, 8:30 a.m. - legislative work session

This is the Council’s regular legislative work session for July. As is standard practice, the
agenda for the work session will be determined following the regular legislative public hearing. It
is anticipated that this work session will include further discussion of Downtown-related
legislation, and it may include other legislation as well. Legislative work sessions are open
meetings. The public is welcome to attend; however, testimony is not taken at a work session.

July 29, 10:00 a.m. - legislative session

This is the annual wrap-up legislative session to give final consideration to
July’s legislation before the Council’s August recess. At this session the
Downtown-related legislation could be tabled through the August recess.

Councilwoman Jen Terrasa's Legislative Package Addressing Affordable
Housing (AH) in Downtown (DT) Columbia

Note: Go to the link -- http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/About-Us/Commissions-
Task-Forces-and-Special-Reports/Affordable-Housing-in-Downtown-
Columbia to see the contents of all the Bills, Resolutions, Tax Increment Financing
(CB-56), and other information such as the Planning Boards recommendations,
and the Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA), etc.
below.

On March 31, 2016, the Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning
issued technical staff reports on the proposals for affordable housing in
Downtown Columbia regarding

‘Technical Staff Report on Councilwoman Terrasa’s proposal (GPA 2016-02
and ZRA-162

Technical Staff Report on County Executive Kittleman’s proposal (GPA 2016-
03. ZRA-170. and DRRA)
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Associated Bills:

CB-43 — AN ACT amending the Downtown Columbia Plan to establish an
Affordable Housing Inclusionary Zoning provision for Downtown Columbia,
under certain conditions; amending certain Community Enhancements,
Programs, and Public Amenities (CEPPAs) requirements regarding affordable
housing; and generally relating to planning, zoning and land use in Howard
County.

Number of Pages = 6

CB-44 — AN ACT amending the Howard County Zoning Regulations’ New
Town (NT) District Downtown Revitalization regulations to include a 15
percent Affordable Housing Inclusionary Zoning provision for Downtown
Columbia, under certain conditions; and generally relating to the NT
District. Number of Pages = 9

CB-45 — AN ACT amending the Howard County Code’s Downtown Columbia
provisions regarding affordable housing payments required by Community
Enhancements, Programs, and Public Amenities (CEPPAs) to reflect an
inclusionary zoning provision for Downtown Columbia; and generally relating
to affordable housing in Downtown Columbia. Number of Pages = 37

County Executive Legislative Package Addressing AH in DT Columbia, as
well as a TIF for DT Columbia

Associated Bills:

CB-52 — AN ACT amending the Downtown Columbia Plan, a General Plan
Amendment, to revise the Downtown Columbia affordable housing program;
setting forth methods for the development of affordable housing; revising the
Downtown Revitalization Phasing Progression to reflect the timing of
affordable housing development; amending certain Community Enhancements,
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Programs and Public Amenities to reflect the methods for the development of
affordable housing; and generally relating to planning, zoning and land use in
Howard County.Number of Pages = 21

CB-53 — AN ACT amending PlanHoward 2030, the general plan for Howard
County, in order to amend the number of housing unit allocations available to
developers of new residential units in Downtown Columbia for the period
2015 - 2030; and generally relating to planning, zoning and land use in
Howard County. Number of Pages = 4

CB-54 — AN ACT requiring a new configuration of affordable housing in
Downtown Columbia under certain conditions with certain alternatives;
amending and providing for certain parking requirements related to residential
units in Downtown Columbia; providing certain requirements for certain plans;
requiring that certain types of construction provide for art in the community;
and generally relating to the Howard County Zoning Regulations. Number of
Pages =9

CB-55 — AN ACT amending the County Code by clarifying that certain
moderate income housing units are provided in certain Zoning Districts as
required by the Howard County Zoning Regulations or when required by
certain plans; exempting Downtown Columbia from a certain provision of the
Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance; amending certain payments for
affordable housing required by each developer of residential property within
Downtown Columbia under certain conditions; and generally relating to
development in Downtown Columbia. Number of Pages = 4

CB-56 — AN ORDINANCE levying and providing for the collection of a
special tax on property within the special taxing district in the downtown
Columbia area of Howard County, Maryland known as the “ Crescent Special
Taxing District” (the “Special Taxing District”) pursuant to the Rate and
Method identified herein and for various matters relating thereto; authorizing
and empowering the County to issue up to $90,000,000 of its special
obligation bonds at a maximum interest rate not to exceed 12% per annum in
order to finance or reimburse the cost of certain public improvements relating
to the Special Taxing District and the Development District (as defined herein)
and other costs permitted under the Acts (as identified herein); providing that
such bonds and the interest thereon shall never constitute a general obligation
of the County or a pledge of its full faith and credit; providing for the further
specification, prescription, determination, provision for or approval of various .
other matters, details, documents and procedures in connection with the
authorization, issuance, security, sale and payment for any such bonds; making
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certain legislative findings; and generally providing for the levy, imposition,
collection and application of such special tax and the issuance of an initial
series of bonds in accordance with the Acts identified herein. Number of
Pages = 63

Associated Resolutions:

CR-103 — A RESOLUTION approving and authorizing the execution of a
Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement by Howard Research
And Development Corporation and Howard County in accordance with Title
16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County Code; authorizing the Executive to make
changes to the Agreement, under certain conditions; authorizing the County
Executive to execute the Agreement; providing for the effective date of this
Resolution, and generally relating to the Agreement. Number of Pages = 59

CR-104 — A RESOLUTION pursuant to Section 4.201 of the Howard County
Code, authorizing the County Executive’s sale of certain real property known
as the “Flier Building” owned by Howard

County, Maryland, containing approximately 2.159 acres, and located at 10750
Little :

Patuxent Parkway, Maryland; waiving the advertising and bidding
requirements of Section

4.201 of the Howard County Code; and providing that the County Executive is
not bound to

sell the property if he finds that it may have a further public use. Number of
Pages = 4

CR-105 - A RESOLUTION adopted pursuant to Sections 12-201 et seq . of
the Economic Development Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland

(the “Tax Increment Financing Act”) and Sections 21-501 et seq. of the Local
Government Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland (the “Special Taxing
District Act”, and collectively with the Tax Increment Fmancmg Act,

the “Acts”) providing for the designation of contiguous property in the
downtown Columbia area of Howard County as a development district for
purposes of the Tax Increment Financing Act (the “Development
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