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Good evening Chairman Weinstein and members of the Council:

My name is Kelly Balchunas and I am a resident of District 5. I
am here tonight not just on behalf of myself and my family, but
also in my role as PTA President of Waverly Elementary, to speak
out against CB61 and CB62. I urge you all to vote no to these
bills in their current form, as they do not adequately address
critical updates needed to Howard County's Adequate Public
Facilities Ordinance (APFO). While all updates to APFO are
necessary and overdue, I will specifically address changes to
APFO that are needed as it relates to schools.

It is important to note both of these bills give FAR too much
unnecessary consideration to developers and not enough to the
students, families, and taxpayers of Howard County. WE as your
constituents are the ones who matter.

It also needs to be noted changes to the school capacity
threshold are not even included in CB61. Our elected officials
have made the choice to link school capacity to financial
mitigation by developers. In linking these two together, you are
deferring necessary reductions in school capacity thresholds until
the fall because the financial mitigation piece requires state
legislature approval. Changes to capacity thresholds do not, and
they need to be addressed NOW. Because of this alone, these
proposed bills should be tabled until school capacity concerns be
added as an amendment to CB61.

The primary interest of the taxpayers in this county is the stellar
reputation of the Howard County Public School
System. Development is negatively impacting this well-deserved
reputation. You can see it in schools that are bursting at the
seams. You can see it in students attempting to learn in portable



classrooms. You can see it in teachers who are doing their
professional best to teach 30 second-grade students in a single
class. The signs of overdevelopment are evident everywhere and
they are not good. When the school system begins to show this
continued pressure of overcrowding, all of us will feel the effects,
which includes the very real potential for lower property values.
Every county resident cares about this, and it is intricately linked
to the success of HCPSS.

It is because of the county's incredibly weak and outdated APFO
guidelines, guidelines that heavily favor developers, that HCPSS
is experiencing a dire overcrowding crisis.

First, our current APFO guidelines state that schools are not
closed to neighboring development until they reach 115% of
capacity. Worse, high school capacity is not even included in
APFO.

Let me proffer some simple math for the people in this
room. Council members: when was the last time you could
spend 115% of the funds in your bank account? When was the
last time you could use 115% of the fuel in your car before
running out of gas? Or eat 115% of a pizza? Or fill 1 15% of the
seats with passengers on an airplane?

It's a ridiculous notion. 100% is 100%. It is for me, it is for your
constituents in this room, and it should be for each and every one
of you and developers too. Every elementary, middle, and high
school should reach maximum capacity at 100%.

In addition to eliminating these inflated capacity thresholds,
developers need to be accountable for their actions in this

process. They need to pay their fair share of funds toward public



infrastructure. That means we need to stop allowing them to build
using fancy tax incentives and TIFs. To ensure the necessary
funds are available to construct schools from continued residential

growth, developer mitigation fees should be increased to reflect
the actual per student cost required to build a school. Right now,
hard-working taxpayers are subsidizing these costs for
developers while developers are maximizing their profits, and
children in overcrowded schools are paying the price.

With all of these conditions being favorable for development, it's
no wonder developers can't wait to build here.

Do not think for one moment that school overcrowding rests solely
on the shoulders of HCPSS. All parties and officials owe it to the
taxpayers and students of this county to do their part to
strengthen APFO, and that includes the County Council, County
Executive, Planning & Zoning.

Let me remind you what Mr. Michael Harrison, VP for
Government Affairs with the Maryland Building Industry
Association (MBIA) thinks is appropriate for developers:

1. He is lobbying the County Council and County Executive to
raise the capacity threshold to 120%!

2. He is lobbying the County Council and County Executive to
decrease the amount of time a developer has to wait to build
in a closed school district to only 1 year, because in his
words, "1 year is enough time to make redistricting decisions
and plan for growth, despite the Board's unwillingness to do
so."

3. He says that growth from within the county, rather than new
growth to the county, is the real problem. That is quite the
notion when you look at the explosion of growth along the
Route 1 corridor and in sprawling developments like Turf



Valley. And it is the schools in these areas that are the most
overcrowded.

My guess is that developers are here in this room tonight as are
representatives from MBIA. But who do you represent? Do you
represent their interests? Or do you represent ours?

You see before you a packed room of constituents who have the
means and confidence to participate in this process. The people
here tonight represent the enormous amount of others who
couldn't be here. WE are your constituents. Not developers. Not
the MBIA. WE voted for you to represent our interests, and our
interests are not paying for overcrowded schools. Our interests
are not the development of every available blade of grass.

In summary:
1. Each and every one of you were elected by us, the voters, to

represent the best interests of us, your constituents.
2. Your constituents are telling you the current APFO is totally

inadequate and need to be strengthened in favor of students
and schools.

3. Your constituents want schools that are not overcrowded,
which means 100% capacity, not the magic math put forth by
developers of 115% or 120%.

4. Your constituents want developers to stop maximizing their
profits on the backs of the taxpayers of this county. This
means that developers need to pay fees that actually match
the costs of adding new seats to schools when their actions
create overcrowding.

It's time that you, as our elected officials, do the right thing by us.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



Good evening, my name is Danylo Leshchyshyn, and I shall be speaking on

CB-61 and CB-62. I would like to begin by reaffirming the respect I have for the

honourable members of this Council, and express my gratitude for allowing

residents to share their opinion on matters affecting them. I side with my

honourable friends in arguing for the strengthening of the Adequate Public

Facilities Ordinance out of logic. To be frank, it is my humble opinion that

allowing developers to build new residences until schools reach over 110%

capacity is misguided, and allowing that threshold to increase to 120%, as

developers argued in the 2014 Maryland Business Industry Association letter

(attached m your packet), is plainly irresponsible.

The developers who want to build here are not Investing in Howard County

because they have some interest m its continuing prosperity. They are businesses,

and they seek to increase their profits, which is purely logical. But their profit does

not equal our benefit. We can see this in the MBIA. letter in your packet. It blithely

argues that raising our school capacity threshold to 120% would result in an

increased capacity of 1235 students at the elementary school level "without making

any capital improvements" - as if those 1235 students were mere numbers on a

page, and not actual children who need physical space to occupy. Our schools were



not designed to be overcrowded. The elementary, middle, and high schools were

built for 100% capacity, not 110%, and certainly not 120%.

These developers may argue that the new developments will be good for

everyone, but think about this logically. If we do not reform the proposed APFO

legislation, schools will not have the resources to provide the high quality

education HCPSS is famous for to the vastly increased number of students in our

county. Our students, as a consequence, will graduate as less skilled and less

valuable economic contributors. Over the years, the quality of graduates will

tarnish the reputation of Howard County schools, one of Howard County's greatest

sources of economic prosperity. Ultimately the local economy will deteriorate, as

Howard County will no longer be a desirable place to resettle and raise a family. To

put it simply, it does not bode -well.

Please amend the proposed APFO legislation to a 100% capacity threshold,

and include high schools in these considerations. Do what is best for your

constituents, not for outside developers.

Thank you.
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Lada Onyshkevych

Howard County Council Meeting - July 17,2017

Testimony regarding CB-61 and CB-62

Members of the County Council:

I am testifying tonight regardmg CB-61 and CB-62, and I hope you will table these bills till fall

so that more people may testify.

There is nothing more important to Howard County parents than our schools. But, as you are

aware, we are currently facing a massive school redistricting of nearly 9000 students at every

level, throughout the county. Many students who currently walk to their neighborhood schools

will be bussed further away, as HCPSS stmggles to cope with rapid population growth. Schools

such as Atholton High, which my children attend, face a turnover of 2/3 of their student body.

The reason why thousands of Howard County families will have their lives disrupted is, of

course, rampant overdevelopment. Since there is even more development akeady in the pipeline,

we are sure to see more and more extensive redistricting in the coming years. Is this the legacy

you wish to leave behind from your years of public service here?

In CB-61, you have the opportunity to at least limit the damage that has been done. Both the

current APFO law and its proposed replacement are much too weak. APFO should protect

citizens rather than developers.

Our school capacity threshold should be set at 100%, not 115%, not 110% - we teach our

children that 100% means "fall", after all. High school capacities should be included in APFO

too, not just elementary and middle schools. No new development should be allowed in areas



where schools are over 100% until new schools can be built there - we cannot keep redistrictmg

our way out of this rapid population growth.

Yes, building new schools is expensive and takes time - this is why the burden for paying for

these new schools should fall on the developers, not on the rest of us. Current financial

mitigation measures come nowhere close to covering the tme cost of new seats in our schools.

The proposed public school facilities surcharges are also insufficient, and should be sharply

increased.

We should not be trading reduced capacity thresholds for increased allocations in established

neighborhoods in CB-62. Schools in those established neighborhoods are already strained - thus

the radical redistricting we are facing. Our guiding principle should be what's good for our

schools and our children, not what's easier for developers.

Please listen to the citizens who elected you, not the developers. Please limit the damage being

done to our schools and our communities. Strengthen the APFO legislation that is before you in

CB-61, and do not allow the trading or increase in allocations m our General Plan in CB-62. Our

future, and your own legacy, is in your hands.

Thank you.


