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1 WHEREAS, Sections 7-301, et. seq., of the Land Use Article of the Maryland

2 Annotated Code grants Howard County the authority to establish procedures and

3 requirements for the consideration and execution of Development Rights and

4 Responsibilities Agreements; and

5

6 WHEREAS, by passage of Council Resolution No. 103-2010, the County

7 Council approved a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (the

8 "Agreement") between Camilla Carroll and Philip D. Carroll (collectively, the

9 "Carrolls") and Howard County; and

10

11 WHEREAS, per Section 9.2A of the Agreement, the Agreement will terminate

12 and be void on September 23,2020, unless extended or terminated sooner; and

13

14 WHEREAS, Sections 16.1700 et seq. of the Howard County Code sets forth

15 procedures to amend previously executed Development Rights and Responsibilities

16 Agreements; and

17

18 WHEREAS, on or about March 23, 2020, the Carrolls petitioned the County

19 Executive to negotiate a First Amendment to Development Rights and Responsibilities

20 Agreement (the "First Amendment"), substantially in the form attached as Exhibit 1, and

21 the petition Included key elements of the First Amendment; and

22

23 WHEREAS, the County Executive reviewed the Petition and initiated the

24 negotiation process; and

25

26 WHEREAS, the First Amendment extends the term of the Agreement for five

27 years until September 23, 2025;and

28

29 WHEREAS, in several instances, the First Amendment also updates language in

30 sections 6.1, 6.2, 2.6, 2.7, 9.1, 9,6, 9.7, 9.10 and 9.14 of the Agreement to incorporate

31 references to the First Amendment; and
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1

2 WHEREAS, new sections 1.6, 2.6, and 2.7 are added by the First Amendment;

3 and

4

5 WHEREAS, a presubmission community meeting as required by Section

6 19.701(b) of the County Code was held on May 23, 2019;and

7

8 WHEREAS, at a public meeting held on July 2, 2020, the Planning Board

9 determined that the First Amendment was consistent with PlanHoward2030, the County's

10 General Plan, and a copy of the Planning Board report is attached to the First

11 Amendment; and

12

13 WHEREAS, a public hearing has been held before the County Council on this

14 Resolution; and

15

16 WHEREAS, the criteria set forth in Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County

3 7 Code have been met and the County Executive may execute the First Amendment to the

18 Agreement.

19

20 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the County Council of Howard

2] County, Maryland this _D_l_ day of 9>^>4^^M^/^ 2020 that the First Amendment to

22 Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement, substantially in the form attached

23 as Exhibit 1, having met the criteria set forth in Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard

24 County Code is hereby approved.

25

26 AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the County Executive is hereby

27 authorized to execute, the First Amendment to Development Rights and Responsibilities

28 Agreement in the name of and on behalf of the County.
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Exhibit 1

EERST AMENDMENT TO
DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES AGREEMENT

THIS PIRST AMENDMENT TO DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND
RBSPONSIBDJTIES AGREEMENT (this "Amendment")/ is made as-of the _ day of

_, 2020 (the "Effective Date//)/ by and among CAMILLA CARROLL and
PHILIP D. CARROLL/ individuals (coUectively/ //Fetitioner//)/ and HOWARD COUNTY/
MARYLAND/ a body corporate and politic of Uie State of Maryland (//Howard County77).
Petitioner and Howard County are hereinafter referred to collectively as the "Parties".

RECFTALS

1. Subtitle 3 of Title 7 of the Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland (the //DRRA Law//) grants Howard County the authority to establish
procedures and requirements for the consideration and execution of Development Rights
and Responsibilities Agreements.

2. Subtitle 17 of Title 16 of the Howard County Code (the "County
Ordinance") authorizes Howard County to amend previously executed Development
Rights and Responsibilities Agreements.

3. The Parties hereto are parties to that certain Development Rights and
Responsibilities Agreement dated September 23, 2010 and recorded among the Land
Records of Howard County/ Maryland (the "Land Records") in Liber 12722/ folio 248 (the
"Existing D3<RA//) regarding certain real property more particularly described and
identified in the Existing DRRA.

4. Section 16.1701 of the County Ordmance provides the procedure for
amending previously executed Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreements
such as the Existing DRRA.

5. Additionally/ Section 9.4 of the Existing DRRA provides t-hafr the Faxties
may amend the Existing DRRA /fby mutual consent after Howard County holds a public
hearing and complies with all applicable laws of the County Ordinance concerning
amendment of a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement."

6. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA provides that the Bxasiing DRRA "shall
terminate and be void on the tenth (10th) anniversary of the Bffective Date of [the Existing
DRRA]/ unless extended by sa\ amendment to [the Existmg DJKRA] complying with all
procedures required in [the Existing DRRA], the County Ordinance and Maryland
Law...."

7. The Parties desire to extend the term of the Existmg DRRA for an additional
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period of five (5) years.

8. This Amendment is mtended to constitute an amendment to a

Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement as provided for in the DRRA Law
and the County Ordinance.

9. On or about _, 2020, Petitioner petitioned Howard
County to enter into this Amendment

10. On or about _, 2020, Howard County reviewed this
Amendment and determined to accept this Amendment and to initiate the process of
considering an amendment to the Existing DRRA,

11. This Amendment was negotiated between Petitioner and the Howard
County Executive.

32. A pre-submissxon commumty meetmg regarding this Amendment was

conducted in accordance with the requirements of the County Ordinance and Howard
Comty law on May 23, 2019.

13. This Amendment was referred to the Howard County Planning Board (the
^Planning BoarcT) for an advisory deternuiiation of whether this Amendment is
consistent with Howard County's general plan/ PlanHoward 2030 (the "General P5an//).
At a public meeting held on _, 2020, the Plarming Board determined that
this Amendment was consistent with the General Plan. The recommendation of the
Planning Board is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A,

14. On ., 2020, the Howard County Council held a duly
advertised public hearing on this Amendment in accordaiice with Howard County law/

and approved this Amendment on _„_, 2020 by Council
Resolution ____.

NOW/ THEREFORE/ in consideration of the foregoing recitals/ which are not
merely prefatory but are hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Amendment/
and the mutual covenants and agreements as set forth below/ and for other good and
valuable consideration/ the receipt and sufficiency of which t-he Parties hereby
acknowledge/ Petitioner and Howard County hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE I

AMENDMENT

1.1 Term. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA is hereby deleted in its entirety
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and is hereby replaced as follows:

//A. This Agreement shall constitute covenants ruxming with the land
and shall run with and bind the Property. This Agreement shall terminate and be
void on September 23,2025, unless extended by an amendment to this Agreement
complying with all procedures required in this Agreement/ the County Ordinance
and Maryland Law or in accordance with Section 8.4 above or unless terminated

by agreement of the Parties or as permitted by law.

1.2 Nature, Survival, and Transfer of Obligations. The Parties agree that this
Amendment shall run with the land and be bmding upon and inure to the benefit of
Petitioner and their respective heirs/ successors and assigns/ and upon any and all

successor owners oi record of all or any portion of the Property (except owners of an

individual lot improved as part of the Project and pursuarLt to a validly'issued building
permit). To assure that all such successors/ assigns/ and successor owners have notice of

this Amendment and the obligations created by it/ Petitioner agrees that they shall:

A, Have this Amendment recorded among the Land Records within
hventy (20) days after the Effective Date of this Amendment/ and

B. Incorporate/ by reference/ this Amendment into any and all real

estate sales contracts entered into after the Effective Date of this Amendment for the sale
of all or any portion of the Property; and

C. Prior to the transfer of all or any portion of the Property (except the
transfer of an mdlvidual lot solely for use as a private residence)/ or any equitable interest
therein/ require the transferee to execute an enforceable written agreement/ in a form

reasonably satisfactory to Howard County/ binding transferee to this Amendment.

1.3 Binding Upon Successors and Assigns of Howatd County. Howard County
agrees that/ to the extent permitted by law/ all obligations assumed by it under this
Amendment shall be binding on It/ its agencies/ employees/ govermnental units/ the
Planning Board and its and their respective successors and assigns.

1.4 Reg-ulation and Master Plan Consistency. Howard County has determined
that this Amendment is consistent with the General Plan. The Planning Board has
determined that tins Amendment is consistent; with the General Plan.

1.5 Public Health, Safety and Welfare. Howard County has determined that
the terms and provisions of this Amendment will ensure that the public health/ safety
and welfare of the residents of Howard County are protected.

1.6 Ratification. The Parties hereby ratify and confirm aU of the terms and
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provisions of the Bxisting DRRA and acki^owledge and agree that all of the terms and
provisions of the Existing DRRA remain in full force and effect/ except as otherwise
expressly and specifically modified and amended by the terms and provisions of (rhis
Amendment. In the event of any conflict between the terms and provisions of the

Existmg DRRA/ and the terms and provisions of this Amendment/ the terms and
provisions of this Amendment shall control.

ARTICLBI1
MISCBLLANEOUS

2.1 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of all terms and

provisions of this Amendment,

2.2 Authority to Execute. Howard County and Petitioner Hereby acknowledge
and agree that all required notices/ meetings/ and hearings have .been properly given and
held by Howard County with respect to the approval of this Amendment and agre.e not
to challenge this Amendment or any of the obligations created by it on the grounds of
any procedural infirmity or any denial of any procedural right Howard County hereby
warrants and represents to Petitioner that the persons executing this Amendment on. its

behalf have been properly authorized to do so.

2.3 Governing- Law. This Amendment shall be governed by and construed in

accordance with the laws of the State of Maryland.

2.4 Severability. In case any one or more of the provisions contained in this

Amendment shall for any reason be held invalid/ illegal/ or unenforceable in any respect/
such invalidity/ iHegality/ or unenforceability shall not affect any other provision of this
Amendment/ and this Amendment shall be consh-ued as if such invalid/ Ulegal/ or
unenforceable provision had never been contained in this Amendment.

2.5 No Third Party Beneficiary Stah^s. The Parties specifically agree that this
Amendment is not intended to create in the public or any member thereof/ third party
beneficiary status in connection with the performance of the obligations under this
Amendment.

2,6 Recitals. The Parties acknowledge and agree that the recitals to this
Amendment are true and correct/ and such recitals are incorporated herein by reference.

2,7 Defined Terms. Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined in this
Amendment shall have the meanings given such terms m the Existing DRRA.

[Signatures on 'Following Pages]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF/ the Parties have hereunto set their hands under sea] on
the date first above written.

WITNESS/ATTEST:

.(SEAL)
Camilla Carroll

STATE OF _. CITY/COUNTY OF __, TO WIT:

I HERBBY CERTIFY/ that on this _ day of _. 2020, before me/
the subscriber/ a Notary Public of the State aforesaid/ personally appeared CAMILLA
CARROLL/ known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the pers.on whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument/ and acknowledged that she executed the same for
the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF/1 hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary Public

[SEAL]
[Print Name of Notary]

My Comnnssion expires:

[SIGNATURES CONTFNUE ON FOLLOWING PAGES]
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WITNESS/ATTEST:

.(SEAL)
Philip D. Carroll

STATE OF ___^ CIT^/COUNTY OF „__, TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY/that on tills _ day of _._, 2020, before me/
the subscriber/ a Notary Public of the State aforesaid/ personally appeared PHILIP D.
CARROLL/ known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the withm irLStrument/ and acknowledged that he executed the same for
the purposes therein contained,

IN WITNBSS WHEREOF/1 hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary Public

[SEAL]
[Print Name of Notary]

My Commission expires:

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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ATTEST:

AGREED and APPROVED:

HOWARD COUNTY/ MARYLAND

BY: _(SEAL)
Lonxue R. Robbnis Calvin BaU
Chief Admirdsfcrative Officer Howard County Executive

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL SUFPICIBNCY

this _ day of _ 2020.

Gary W. Kuc

County Solicitor

STATE OF MARYLAND, _ COUNTS/ TO WIT:

I HEREBY CBRTIPY that on this _ day of _. 2020, before me/ the
subscriber/ a Notary Public of the State of Maryland/ in and for the Count}? aforesaid/
personally appeared Calvin Ball/ the County Executive for Howard County/ Maryland/
who acknowledged the within Amendment to be the act of the County and that he
executed the foregoing Amendment for the purposes therein contained by signing in my
presence the name of Howard County/ Maryland as County Executive.

AS WITNESS my Hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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ATTORNEYS7 CBRTIFICATION

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the undersigned are members/ in good standing/ of
the Bar of the Court of Appeals of Maryland/ and that the within insh'ument was
prepared by the undersigned or under their supervision.

Upon Recordation Please Rehim To:

Sang W. Oh, Esq,

Talkm & Oh/ LLP
5100 Dorsey Hall Drive
Ellicott City/ Maryland 21042
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EXHIBIT A

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

See attached.
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO
DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND
RESPONSIBILITIES AGREEMENT (this 'Amendment")/ is made as of te _ day of

_/ 2020 (die "Effective Date")/ by and among CAMILLA CARROLL and
PHILIP D. CARROLL/ mdividuals (coUectively/ "Petitioner^), and HOWARD COUNTY/
MARYLAND/ a body corporate and politic of the State of Maryland ("Howard County").
Petitioner and Howard County are heremafter referred to collectively as the //Parties//.

RECITALS

1. Subtitle 3 of Title 7 of die Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland (the //DRRA Law") grants Howard Comity the authority to establish
procedures and requirements for die consideration and execution of Development Rights

and Responsibilities Agreements.

2. Subtitle 17 of Title 16 of the Howard County Code (the "County
Ordinance ) authorizes Howard County to amend previously executed Development

Rights and Responsibilities Agreements.

3. The Parties hereto are parties to that certain Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement dated September 23, 2010 and recorded among the Land
Records of Howard County/ Maryland (the "Land Records") in Liber 12722/ folio 248 (die
Existing DRRA ) regardmg certain real property more particularly described and

identified in the Existing DRRA.

4. Section 16.1701 of the County Ordmance provides the procedure for

amending previously executed Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreements

such as die Existing DRRA.

5. Additionally/ Section 9.4 of the Existing DRRA provides that the Parties
may amend the Existing DRRA "by mutual consent after Howard County holds a pubUc
hearmg and complies with all applicable laws of the County Ordmaiice concernmg

amendment of a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement"

6. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA provides that the Existing DRRA//shall
terminate and be void on die tenth (10th) ariniversary of the Effective Date of [die Existing
DRRA]/ imless extended by an amendment to [the Existing DRRA] complying witlt all
procedures required in [the Existing DRRA]/ the Coimty Ordmance and Maiyland
Law...."

7. Section 9.2 of the Existing DRRA shall be amended to include the following:

C. 'Noi-withsfanding anythmg in this Agreement to the contrary, the obJJeations of the
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Carrolls under this Apt'eement shall survive the termination of thisAgreement and the
covenants of the Carrolls under this Agreement shall be set forth m a covenant to the
County and to be recorded within sixty (60} days following execution of this
Amendment and shall run with and be binding upon the _Sjteand myre to the benefit of
the Carrolls and the County and their respective heirs, successors and assjxns, including
but not limited to Sections 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, and 4.3.

8. The Parties desire to extend the term of the Existing DRRA for an additional
period of five (5) years.

9. This Amendment is intended to constitute ai"i amendment to a Development

Rights and Responsibilities Agreement as provided for in the DRRA Law and
the County Ordmance.

10. On or about _, 2020, Petitioner petitioned Howard
County to enter into this Amendment.

11. On or about _, 2020, Howard County reviewed this
Amendment and determined to accept this Amendment and to initiate the

process of considering an amendment to the Existing DRRA.

12. THs Amendment was negotiated between Petitioner and the Howard

County Executive.

13. A pre-submission commumty meeting regarding this Amendment was

conducted m accordance with the requirements of the County Ordmance and

Howard County law on May 23,2019.

14. This Amendment was referred to the Howard County Planning Board (the
^Planning Boaid//) for an advisory determmation of whether this Amendment

is consistent with Howard County s general plan/ PlanHoward 2030 (the
"General Plan"). At a public meeting held on _, 2020, the
Planning Board determined that this Amendment was consistent with the

General Plan. The recoumiendation of the Plaiming Board is attached hereto

and incorporated herem by reference as Exhibit A.

15. On _, 2020, the Howard County Council held a duly
advertised public hearing on this Amendment in accordance with Howard

County law/ and approved this Amendment on _,
2020 by Council Resolution

NOW/ THEREFORE/ in consideration of the foregomg recitals/ which are not
merely prefatory but are hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Amendment/
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and die muhial covenants and agreements as set forth below/ and for o^her good and

valuable consideration/ the receipt and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby

acknowledge/ Petitioner and Howard County hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE I

AMENDMENT

1.1 Term. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA is hereby deleted m its entirety

and is hereby replaced as follows:

//A. This Agreement shall constitute covenants running with the land and

shall run with and bind the Property. This Agreement shall terminate and be

void on September 23,2025, unless extended by an amendment to this

Agreement complymg with all procedures required m this Agreement/ the

County Ordinance and Maryland Law or m accordance with Secdon 8.4 above or

unless termmated by agreement of the Parties or as permitted by law.

Notwithstanding anything in this Agreement to the contrary, the obligations of the
Carrolls under this Agreement shall survive the termination of this Agreement and the
covenants of the Can-olls under this Agreement shall be set forth in a covenant to the
County and to be recorded within sixty C60) days following execution of this Amendment
and shall run with and be binding upon the Site and inure to the benefit of the Carrolls and
the County and their respective heirs, successors and assigns, including but not limited to
Sections 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, and 4.3."

1.2 Nature/ Survival/ and Transfer of ObHgations. The Parties agree that this

Amendment shall run with the land and be binding upon and inure to tlie benefit of
Petitioner and their respective heirs/ successors and assigns/ and upon any aiid all

successor owners of record of all or any portion of the Property (except owners of an

individual lot improved as part of the Project and pursuant to a validly issued buildmg
permit). To assure that all sucli successors/ assigns/ and successor owners have notice of

this Am-endm.ent and the obligations created by It, Petitioner agrees tha.t they shaU:

A. Have tins Amendment recorded among the Land Records wlthm

hventy (20) days after the Effective Date of &is Amendment; and

B. Incorporate/ by reference/ this Amendment into any and all real

estate sales contracts entered into after the Effective Date of tins Amendment for the sale

of all or any portion of the Property; and
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C. Prior to the transfer of all or any portion of the Property (except the
transfer of an mdividual lot solely for use as a private residence)/ or any equitable interest

therein/ requu'e die transferee to execute an enforceable written agreement/ in a form

reasonably satisfactory to Howard County/ binding transferee to this Amendment

1.3 Binding Upon Successors and Assigns of Howard County. Howard County

agrees that/ to the extent permitted by law/ all obligations assumed by it under this
Amendment shaU- be bmdmg on it/ its agencies/ employees/ governmental units/ fl'ie

Planning Board and its and their respective successors and assigns.

1.4 Regulation and Master Plan Consistency. Howard County has determmed

that tHs Amendment is consistent with the General Plan. The Planning Board has

determined that this Amendment is consistent with the General Plan.

1.5 Public Health/ Safety and Welfare. Howard County has determined that
the terms and provisions of this Amendment wiU ensure that the pubUc health/ safety

and welfare of the residents of Howard County are protected.

1.6 Ratification. The Parties hereby ratify and confirm all of the terms and
provisions of the Existing DRRA and acknowledge and agree that aU of the terms and
provisions of the Existing DRRA remain in fall force and effect/ except as otherwise

expressly and specifically modified and amended by the terms and provisions of this
Amendment. In the event of any conflict between the terms and provisions of die

Existing DRRA/ and the terms and provisions of tihis Amendment/ the terms and

provisions of this Amendment shall control.

ARTICLE II
MISCELLANEOUS

2.1 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of all terms and

provisions of this Amendment.

2.2 Authority to Execute. Howard County and Petitioner hereby acknowledge

snd agree that all required notices/ meetings/ and hearmgs have been properly given and

held by Howard County with respect to the approval of this Amendment and agree not
to challenge this Amendment or any of tihe obligations created by it on the grounds of
any procedural mfirmity or any denial of any procedural right. Howard County hereby
warrants and represents to Petitioner that the persons executing this Amendment on its

behalf have been properly authorized to do so.

2.3 Governing Law. This Amendment shall be governed by and construed in

accordance with the laws of the State of Maryland.
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2.4 Severability. In case any one or more of the provisions contained m this

Amendment shall for any reason be held invalid/ illegal/ or unenforceable m any respect/

such invalidity/ Ulegality/ or unenforce ability shall not affect any other provision of this
Amendment/ and tl-us Amendment shall be construed as if such mvalid/ illegal/ or

unenforceable provision had never been contained m this Amendment

2.5 No Third Part^ Beneficiary Statas. The Parties specifically agree that this
Amendment is not mtended to create m the pubUc or any member thereof/ third party

beneficiary status in connection witli the performance of the obligations under this

Amendment.

2.6 Recitals. The Parties acknowledge and agree that the recitals to this

Amendment are true and correct/ and such recitals are incorporated herem by reference.

2.7 Defined Terms. Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined m this

Amendment shall have the meanings given such terms in the Existing DRRA.

[Signatures on Following Pages]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF/ the Parties have hereunto set their hands under seal on
the date first above written.

WITNESS/ATTEST:

.(SEAL)
CamiUa Carroll

STATE OF _, CITY/COUNTY OF _, TO WIT:
I HEREBY CERTIFY/ that on this _ day of _, 2020, before me/

the subscriber/ a Notary Public of the State aforesaid/ personally appeared CAMILLA
CARROLL/ known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is

subscribed to the within mstmment/ and acknowledged that she executed the same for

the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF/1 hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary Public

[SEAL]
[Print Name of Notary]

My Commission expu'es:

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGES]
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WITNESS/ATTEST:

.(SEAL)
PhUip D. CarroU

STATE OF _, CITY/COUNTY OF ., TO WIT;

I HEREBY CERTIFY/ that on this _ day of __^ 2020, before me/
the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State aforesaid/ personally appeared PHILIP D.
CAKROLL/ known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to die within uistrument/ and acknowledged that he executed the same for

the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF/1 hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary PubMc

[SEAL]
[Print Name of Notary]

My Commission expires;

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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ATTEST:

AGREED and APPROVED:

HOWARD COUNTY/ MARYLAND

BY: _(SEAL)
Lonnie R. Robbins Calvm BaU
Chief Administrative Officer Howard County Executive

APPROVED AS TO POEM AND LEGAL SUFFICIENCY

this _ day of _ 2020.

Gary W. Kuc

County Solicitor

STATE OF MARYLAND/ _ COUNTY/ TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _ day of _, 2020, before me/ the
subscriber/ a Notaiy Public of the State of Maryland/ m and for the County aforesaid/

personaUy appeared Calvin Ball/ the County Executive for Howard County/ Maryland/

who acknowledged the within Amendment to be the act of the County and that he
executed the foregoing Amendment for the purposes therein contained by signing in my

presence the name of Howard County/ Maryland as County Executive.

AS WITNESS my Hand and Notarial Seal.

Notaiy Public

My Commission Expires:
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ATTORNEYS7 CERTIFICATION

THIS IS TO CERTIFY thai- the undersigned are members/ in good standing/ of
the Bar of die Court of Appeals of Maryland/ and that fee withm msfa'ument was

prepared by the undersigned or under their supervision.

Upon Recordadon Please Return To:

Sang W. Oh/Esq.

Talkm & Oh, LLP
5100 Dorsey Hall Drive
Ellicott City/ Maryland 21042
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EXHIBIT A

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

See attached.
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BEFORE THE

PLANNING BOARD OF

HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND

CAMILLA CARROLL AND

PHILIP D. CARROLL

PETITIONER

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE

DOUGHOREGAN DEVELOPMENT

mGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

AGREEMENT

MOT[ON: To recommend to the County Council that the first Amendment to the

Doughoregan Development Rights and ResponsiWities Agreement for the Camilla

Carroll andPhilfpjD. CarroU is consistent with the General Plan, PlanHoward

2030.

ACTION: Recommended approval; Vote 4-0.

AAAAAAAAAAAAAA

On July 2,2020, the Planning Board of Howard County, Maryland, considered the petition of Camilla

Carroll and Philip D. Carroll for a First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) to extend the term by a period of five (5) years. The Planning Board

considered the petition, the Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) Technical Staff Report and

Recommendation and public testimony. DPZ recommended a finding of General Plan consistency between

the First Amendment to the DRRA and PlanHoward 2030.

The Petitioner was represented by Sang Oh, Esquire. Mr. Oh provided a brief overview of the original

DRRA, the provisions of the agreement that have been completed and the rationale for the First Amendment.

One Board member asked what the consequences would be if the extension is not granted. Mi'. Oh stated that

provisions that have been implemented would not be undone but its not clear what the implications would be

for those items not completed. It is possible they may not occur. Another Board member asked if the

maintenance fund was essentially going for upkeep of the CarroIFs home and Mr. Oh confirmed that was true,

One Board member asked to confu'in that the extension would continue to prohibit use ofBurnside Drive for

ingress and egi'ess to the Westmount subdivision. Mr. Oh concurred that this provision would be maintained

in the extension.
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Testimony

Six individuals provided public testimony on merits of the Development Rights and Responsibilities

Agreement First Amendment but did not address consistency with the General Plan.

Mi'. Ilenda, having previously submitted written testimony on behalf of the Chateau Ridge community

group, provided testimony as a resident in support of the DKRA extension. He cited the agreement to not us e

Burnside Drive as a connectmg street for the Westmount Subdivision as the reason for his support.

Mr. Guarneriprovidedtestimony and spoke about the pre-submissionmeetmgonMay 23, 2019 and

that residents who attended expressed concerns about the Burnside Drive provision and traffic impacts.

Ms. RoUins provided testimony m favor of extendmg the DRRA stating that she would prefer that

the conditions and agreements not be reevaluated.

Ms. Sorak stated that she had summitted written testimony h support of the extension. She asked

that the extension be set at ten years to give the project additional time for completion.

Mr. Hurewitz provided testimony to suggest that the focus of the Board decision should be on

answering the question of what is left to be completed under the terms ofthecurrentDKRA He asked about

what would happen if no action is taken on the extension.

ME-. Happel was the final person to provide testimony. He stated that his mam concern was that the

five-year extension mamtahs the provision to prevent access from the Westmount Subdivision tlirough

Burnside Drive. He indicated that he was m support of the extension.

Board Discussion and Recommendation

In work session, one Board member generally commented that they had no issues with recommending

the extension the DRRA for approval, particularly after hearing from the community about Burnside Drive,

and especially those most directly affected.

One Board member stated that DRRA's are typically very lengthy and complicated agreements.

While sometimes adjustments may need to be made, they didn't see any reason not to extend it another five

years.

Based on the information presented, and the Board's discussion, Ms. Adler made a motion that the

Planning Board recommend fmdmg the First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) consistent with the General Plan. Ml'. McAliley seconded the motion,

which passed 4-0.
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For the foregomg reasons, the Planning Board of Howard County, Maryland, on this 24th day of July

2020, recommends to the County Council that First Amendment to the Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement, as described above, be APPROVED.

ATTEST:
•DocuSignedby:

r**if (77 tfn<*M

6S4D50DS47 W 04...
Amy Gowan, Executive" Secretary

oW^WCOUNTY PLANNING BOARD

fr 8DC 5 000^ 3$ 17 fl 4 7

^ba.B,o]??^s, Chair
•DoeuSfgnedby;

€(^uwt t^. (/lu^iiu/
^FS^F3;62DC401::;:"""""""""""::—7

W? Vice-(

Pdflu'iu/ H/ky
.3SC39FGDE20E4A6.

Delphme Adler

Absent

PhiUips Engelke
•DoeuSjgnsd b7;



Amendment V to Council Resolution No. 107-2020

BY; The Chairperson at the Legislative Day No, 11
request of the County Executive Date: July 29,2020

Amendment No.

(This amendment inserts the Plamnng Board Recommendatwn as Exhibit A to the First
Amendment to Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement.)

1 Insert the Planning Board Recommendation as Exhibit A to the First Amendment to

2 Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement, attached to the Resolution as Exhibit 1,

^i2^
fAHEO ^,-_-^

^mw ^^SsSL^l^~^
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BEFORE THE

PLANNING BOARD OF

HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND

CAMILLA CARROLL AND

PHILIP D. CARROLL

PETITIONER

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE

DOUGHOREGAN DEVELOPMENT

RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

AGREEMENT

MOTION: To recommend to the County Council that the First Amendment to the

Doughoregan Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement for the Camilla

CarroU andPiiiHp I>. CarroH is consfstent with the General Plan^ PlanHoward

2030.

ACTION; Recommended approval; Vote 4-0.

•frAAftAAAA'nfAAAA A

On July 2,2020, the Planning Board of Howard County, Maryland, considered the petition of Camilla

Carroll and Philip D. Carroll for a First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) to extend the term by a period of five (5) years. The Planning Board

considered the petition, the Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) Technical Staff Report and

Recommendation and public testimony. DPZ recommended a finding of General Plan consistency between

the First Amendment to the DRRA and PlanHoward 2030.

The Petitioner was represented by Sang Oh, Esquire. Mr. Oh provided a brief overview of the original

DRRA, the provisions of the agreement that have been completed and the rationale for the First Amendment.

One Board member asked what the consequences would be if the extension is not granted. Mr. Oh stated that

provisions that have been implemented would not be undone but its not clear what the implications w ould be

for those items not completed. It is possible they may not occur. Another Board member asked if the

mahtenance fund was essentially going for upkeep of the CarrolPs home and Mr. Oh confirmed that was true.

One Board member asked to confirm that the extension would contmue to prohibit use ofBurnside Drive for

ingt'ess and egress to the Westmount subdivision. Mr. Oh concurred that this provision would be maintained

in the extension.
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Testimony

Six individuals provided public testimony on merits of the Development Rights and Responsibilities

Agreement First Amendment but did not address consistencywiththeGeneralPlan.

Mr. Ilenda, having previously submitted written testimony onbehalfofthe Chateau Ridge community

group, provided testimony as aresldent m support of the DRJRA extension. He cited the agreement to not us e

Burnside Drive as a connectfog street for the Westmount Subdivision as the reason for his support.

Mr. Guarneriprovided testimony and spoke about the pre-submission meeting onMay 23, 2019 and

that residents who attended expressed concerns about the Burnside Drive provision and traffic impacts.

Ms. Rollbs provided testimony in favor of extending the DRRA statmg that she would prefer that

the conditions and agreements not be reevaluated.

Ms. Sorak stated that she had summifted written testimony in support of the extension. She asked

that the extension be set at ten years to give the project additional time for completion.

Mi*. Hurewitz provided testimony to suggest that the focus of the Board decision should be on

answeringthe question ofwhatis left to be completed under the terms of the current DRRA He asked about

what would happen if no action is taken on the extension.

Mr. Happel was the fmal person to provide testimony. He stated that his main concern was that the

five-year extension maintains the provision to prevent access from the Wesfmount Subdivision through

Burnside Drive. He mdicated that he was m support of the extension.

Board Discussion and Recommendation

In work session, one Board member generally commented that they had no issues with recommending

the extension the DRRA for approval, particularly after hearing from tlie community about Burnside Drive,

and especially those most directly affected.

One Board member stated that DRRA's are typically very lengthy and complicated agreements.

While sometimes adjustments may need to be made, they didn't see any reasonnot.to extend it another five

years.

Based on the information presented, and the BoarcTs discussion, Ms. Adler made a motion that the

Planning Board recommend fmdmg the First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) consistent with the General Plan. Mr. McAliley seconded the motion,

which passed 4-0.
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For the foregoing reasons, the Planning Board of Howard County, Maryland, on this 24th day of July

2020, recommends to the County Council that First Amendment to the Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement, as described above, be APPROVED.

ATTEST:
OocuSlgned by;

^Vn-l^f ^7tfH(tM

'?~-&B4D5i?DW9I,^DC^
Amy Gowan, Executive Secretary

W^?ft=COUNW PLANNING BOARD

l^cJ^-
•S&G.66WS3S17W...

Ellp^.B.ob^ts, Chair
•DocuSignad by;

€b/oy^ ^ Uj^ff^
?WpF32d20C40J..,. —:—-

?St^:-Vice-chair

Wl- i^t
38C38P60B?0&tA6,

Delphhe Adler

Absent

PhiUips Engelke
•DoctfSlonedii?;

^L™?^EiP4?W8-.;..



Amendment 2 to Council Resolution No. 107 - 2020

BY: Liz Walsh Legislative Day 11

Date: July 29, 2020

Amendment No. 2

(Confirms the intent that certain obligations and covenants ofCarrolls wider the DRRA,

including not to construct any roads that would connect the Site or any portion thereof to

Burnside Drive, would survive the tenmnation of the DRRA.)

1 On page 1 of 9 of Exhibit 1, after Recital number 6, insert the following:

2 "7. Section 9.2 of the Existing DRRA shall be amended to include the following:

3 C. Notwifiistanding anything in this Aereement to the contrary. the obligations of the

4 Carrolls under this Agreement shall survive the termination of this Asreement and the

5 covenants of the Carrolls under tills Agreement shall be set forth in a covenant to the

6 County and to be recorded within sixty f60) days following execution of this Amendment

7 and shall run with and be binding upon the Site and inure to the benefit of the Can'olls

8 and the County and their respective heirs, successors and.assl^ns, includinp butnot

9 limited to Sections 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, and 4.3.".

10

11 On page 3 of 9 of Exhibit 1, in Section 1.1 at the end of the replacement language of

12 subsection A, following the period, insert the following:

13

14 Notwithstanding anything in this Agreement to the contrary, the obligations of the

15 Carrolls under this Agreement shall survive the termination_of this Agreement and the

«?1t9..^^^
"HE! —.



1 covenants of the Can'olls under this Agreement shall be set forth in a covenant to the

2 County and to be recorded within sixty (60) days following execution of this Amendment

3 and shall run with and be binding upon the Site and inure to the benefit of the Can'olls

4 and the County and their respective heirs, successors and assigns, including but not

5 limited to Sections 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, and 4.3.".

6

7 Renumber the sections accordingly.



Amendment 3 to Council Resolution No. 107 - 2020

BY: Liz \Valsh Legislative Day 11

Date: July 29, 2020

Amendment No. 3

(Requires that the County have right of first refusal to purchase all or part of the 94 acres

surrounding the home or property otherwise, having cultural or historical sjgnificawe.)

1 On page 1 of 9, of Exhibit 1, after Recital number 6, insert the following:

2 "7. Article IV of the Existing DRRA shall be amended to provide the County with a Right of

3 First Refusal to purchase: 1} all or part of the Core, including any improvements located thereon;

4 or ip any other portions of the Property that may be found to have historic significance,

5 including burial grounds or graves of enslaved persons.".

6

7 Renumber the Recitals accordingly.

8

9 On page 2 of 9 of Exhibit 1, after 1. 1 insert:

10 "Article IV of the Existing DRRA shall be amended to include the following:

11 4,4 Right of First Refusal.

12 4.4.1 Prior to any sale or conveyance of the Core, or any portion thereof, other

13 than through testate or intestate succession, the Carrolls, their heirs, successors

14 and assigns must first offer such property to the County as a Right of First Refusal

15 to purchase all or part of the Core at the lesser of any pendina offer that is

16 proposed to be accepted, or upon commercially reasonable terms.

mm —



1 4.4.2 Prior to any sale or conveyance, other than conveyance through testate or

2 intestate succession, of any other portions of the Property that may be found to

3 have historic significance, including burial p;roxmds or Ri'aves of enslaved persons,

4 the Carrolls, their heirs, successors and assigns must first offer such Property, or

5 portions thereof, to the County as a Right of First Refusal to purchase at the lesser

6 of any pending offer that is proposed to be accepted, or upon commercially

7 reasonable terms.

8 4.4.3 This Right of First Refusal must be recorded in the Land Records for

9 Howard County within sixty days following execution of this Amendment.".

10

11 Renumber the section accordingly.



County Council Of Howard County, Maryland

2020 Legislative Session Legislative Day N( ^0

Resolution No. l0~1 -2020

Introduced by: The Chairperson at the request of the County Executive

A RESOByTION authorizing the execution of a First Amendment to a Development Rights and

Respc^Joilities Agreement by and between Camilla Carroll and Philip D. Carroll and

Howard C^l^y, Maryland m accordance Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County Code.

Introduced and read first time <-4V^\l^ Vp _, , ^0,^ By order /^MmJl ^^fUjL
Diane Scliwartz Joifcs, Admini

Read for a second time at a public hearing on „ 2020.

Diane Schwartz Jones, Administrator

This Resolution was read the third time and was Adopted_, Adopted with amendment^., Fai!ed_, Withdrawn_, by the County Council

on _, 2020.

Certified By,
Diane SchvvMfe Jones, Administrator

NOTE; [[text in brackets]] indicates (ieletions from existing law; TEXT IN SMALL CAPITALS indicates additions td^cisting law; Strike-out
indicates material deleted by amendment; Underlining indicates material added by amendment.
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WHEREAS, Sections 7-301, et. seq., of the Land Use Article of the Maryland

rotated Code grants Howard County the authority to establish procedures and

requ^gnents for the consideration and execution of Development Rights and

Respon^ilities Agreements; and

WHE^AS, by passage of Council Resolution No. 103-2010, the County ''

Council appro-s^ a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (the

"Agreement") between Camilla Can'oll and Philip D. Carroll (collectively, the

"Can-olls") and How^d County; and

WHEREAS, per '!|pction 9.2A of the Agreement, the Agreement will terminate

ana be voMonSep.^^0: unless exten^o^inatelsoone. ^

WHEREAS, Sections 1^700 et seq. of the Howard County Code sets forth

procedures to amend previously e^cuted Development Rights and Responsibilities

Agreements; and

WHEREAS, on or about March 23^020, the Carrolls petitioned ihc County

Executive to negotiate a First Amendment to F^velopment Rights and Responsibilities

Agreement (the "First Amendment"), substantially^ the form attached as Exhibit 1, and

the petition included key elements of the First Amend^nt; and

WHEREAS, the County Executive reviewed th^Petition and initiated the

negotiation process; and

WHEREAS, the First Amendment extends the term of the .^reement for five

years until September 23, 2025; and

WHEREAS, in several instances, the First Amendment also updates la^uage in

sections 6.1, 6.2, 2.6, 2.7, 9.1, 9.6, 9.7, 9.10 and 9.14 of the Agreement to incoi^era^e

references to the First Amendment; and

1
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WHEREAS, new sections 1.6, 2.6, and 2.7 are added by the First Amendment;

and

[EREAS, a presubmission community meeting as required by Section

19,701(b)^?e County Code was held on May 23, 2019; and

WHEMfc at a public meeting held on July 2, 2020, the Planning Board

determined that th^Bi-st Amendment was consistent with PlanHoward2030, the County's

General Plan, and l^fcopy of the Planning Board report is attached to the First

Amendment; and

WHEREAS, a publi^^earing has been held before the County Council on this

Resolution; and

WHEREAS, the criteria set'i^l in Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County

Code have been met and the County E^^^tive may execute the First Amendment to the

Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOL^f by the County Council of Howard
^

County, Maryland this _ day of_HKO that the First Amendment to

Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement, ^^antially in the form attached

as Exhibit 1, having met the criteria set forth in Title 16, S^HHtle 17 of the Howard

County Code is hereby approved.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the County E^fctive is hereby

authorized to execute the First Amendment to Development Rights ar^^esponsibilities

Agreement in the name of and on behalf of the County.





Exhibit 1

FIRST AMENDMENT TO
DBVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND
RESPONSIgfiJTIES AGREEMENT (this //Amendmenf/), is made as of the _ day of

^ 2020 (the "Effective Date")/ by and among CAMILLA CARROLL and
PHILIP D. C^lpLL/ mdividuals (coIleciively//PeUHoner/7)/ and HOWARD COUNTY/
MARYLAND/ a^y corporate and politic of the State of Maryland f Howard County").
Petitioner and Ho1^[d County are hereinafter referred to collectively as the "Parties .

RECITALS

^
1. Subtitle 3 ~^ii\e 7 of the Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of

Maryland (the //DRRA Hy) grants Howard County the authority to establish
procedures and requirementlj^r the consideration and execution of Development Rights

and Responsibilities Agreemei

2. Subtitle 17 of Titt^6 of the Howard County Code (the "County
Ordinance ) authorizes Howard C!||ynty to amend previously executed Development

Rights and Responsibilities Agreemei

3. The Parties hereto are paf|||s to that certain Development Rights and
Responsibilities Agreement dated Septei-A^' 23, 2010 and recorded among the Land

Records of Howard County/ Maryland (the //i^d Records") in Liber 12722, folio 248 (the
"Existing DRRA ) regarding certain real p^Hysrty more particularly described and
identified in the Existing DRRA.

4. Section 16.1701 of the County Ord8||Ke provides the procedure for
amending previously executed Development Right£SH|d Responsibilities Agreements
such as the Existing DKRA.

5. Additionally/ Section 9.4 of the Existing DR1||^ provides that the Parties
may amend the Existing DRRA "by muh-ial consent after Ho^||d County holds a public
hearing and complies with all applicable laws of the Coun!l|^)rdmance concerning
amendment of a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agre^^nt."

6. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA provides that the E^ng DRRA "shall
terminate and be void on the tenth (10th) anniversary of the Effective D^H^f [the Existing
DRRA]/ unless extended by an amendment to [the Existing DRRA] conSgHfing with all
procedures required in [the Existing DRRA]/ the County Ordinance ai|^ Maryland
Law...//

7. The Parties desire to extend the term of the Existing DRRA for an a^^tional
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)eriod of five (5) years.

This Amendment is intended to constitute an amendment to a
DevHppment Rights and Responsibilities Agreement as provided for in the DRRA Law
and tKl^ounty Ordinance. ^

<,

9. "^On or about . , 2020, Petitioner petitioned Howard

County to enl^nto this Amendment.

10. On oMxmt j 2020, Howard County reviewed this

Amendment and de^^gciined to accept this Amendment and to imtiate the process of
considering an amendn^gt to the Existing DRRA.

~^
11. This AmendirilH^was negotiated between Petitioner and the Howard

County Executive. ^

12. A pre-submission coifl^^mty nieeting regarding this Amendment was

conducted in accordance with the reqi^^nents of the County Ordinance and Howard

County law on May 23, 2019,

13. This Amendment was referred t^H^ Howard County Planning Board (the
"Planning Board'7) for an advisory determin^l^n of whether this Amendment is

consistent with Howard County's general plan/ Pl^gpward 2030 (the General Plan ).
At a public meeting held on _, 2020, tl^ganning Board determined that
this Amendment was consistent with the General Pla^^The recommendation of the

Planning Board is attached hereto and incorporated hereii^^reference as Exhibit A.

14. On , 2020, Ae Howard Colf^ Council held a duly
advertised public hearing on this Amendment in accordance wifrl^H^ward County law/

and approved this Amendment on _^K^ ^7 Council
Resolution

NOW/ THEREFORE/ in consideration of the foregoing recitals/ whl^^re not
merely prcfatory but are hereby incorporated into and made a part of this Am^^nenl;/
and the mutual covenants and agreements as set forth below/ and for other go^Hpd
valuable consideration/ the receipt and sufficiency of which the Parties hel

acknowledge/ Petitioner and Howard County hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE I

AMENDMENT

1.1 Term. Section 9.2.A of the Existing DRRA is hereby deleted in its entirety
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and is hereby replaced as follows:

//A. This Agreement shall constitute covenants running with the land
and shall run with and bind the Property. This Agreement shall terminate and be

void on September 23,2025, unless extended by an amendment to this Agreement

con^H^ng with all procedures required in this Agreement/ the County Ordinance
and Wtoland Law or in accordance with Section 8.4 above or unless terminated

by agrecSdyit of the Parties or as permitted by law.

1.2 NaturlilSurvivaL and Transfer of Obligations. The Parties agree that this

Amendment shall ruiS||ith the land and be binding upon and inure to the benefit of
Petitioner and their res^^tive heirs/ successors and assigns/ and upon any and all
successor owners of recorl^f all or any portion of the Property (except owners of an

individual lot improved as ]^t of the Project and pursuant to a validlyissued building
permit). To assure that all suc^uccessors/ assigns/ and successor owners have notice of

this Amendment and the obligations created by it/ Petitioner agrees that they shall:

^...

A. Have this Ame^ment recorded among the Land Records within

twenty (20) days after the Effective Da^pf this Amendment; and

B. Incorporate/ by refe^^ce/ this Amendment into any and all real

estate sales contracts entered into after the BlfecHve Date of this Amendment for the sale

of all or any portion of the Property; and

C. Prior to the transfer of all or^y portion of the Property (except the
transfer of an individual lot solely for use as a priv^^^esidence)/ or ax^y equitable interest
therein/ require the h'ansferee to execute an enforc^ple written agreement/ in a form

reasonably satisfactory to Howard County/ binding tr^^feree to this Amendment.

1.3 Binding Upon Successors and Assigns of Hcn^rd County, Howard County
agrees that/ to t-he extent permitted by law/ all obligationHyissumed by it under this

Amendment shall be binding on it/ its agencies/ employees^overmnental units/ the

Planning Board and its and their respective successors and assi^

1.4 Regulation and Master Plan Consistency. Howard Coiynty has determined
that this Amendment is consistent with the General Plan. The PI^finmg Board has
determined that this Amendment is consistent with the General Plan.

1.5 Public Health/ Safety and Welfare. Howard County has de^rmined that

the terms and provisions of this Amendment will ensure that the public h^lth/ safety

and welfare of the residents of Howard County are protected.

1.6 Ratification. The Parties hereby ratify and confirm all of the terms and
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provisions of the Existing DRRA and acknowledge and agree that all of the terms and
provisions of the Existing DRRA remain in full force and effect/ except as otherwise

^ssly and specifically modified and amended by the terms and provisions of this
|ment. In the event of any conflict between the terms and provisions of the

Existing^pRRA/ and the terms and provisions of this Amendment/ the terms and
provisions^ this Amendment shall control. ^

%\

^ ARTICLE 11
•^ MISCELLANEOUS

^.

2.1 Time of Btence. Time is of the essence in the performance of all terms and
provisions of this Amendh^enfr.

2.2 Authority to Ex^^fe. Howard County and Petitioner hereby acknowledge

and agree that all required notice meetings/ and hearings have been property given and
held by Howard County with resp^t to the approval of this Amendment and agree not
to challenge this Amendment or an^f the obligations created by it on the grounds of

any procedural infirmity or any denial^ any procedural right. Howard County hereby
warrants and represents to Petitioner th^l-ie persons executing this Amendment on its
behalf have been properly authorized to

2.3 Governing Law. This Amendme^^hall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Marylar^

2.4 SeverabiUty. In case any one or more^||the provisions contained in this

Amendment shall for any reason be held invalid/ jllega!||y unenforceable in any respect/
such invalidity/ illegality/ or unenforceability shall not afl||y, any other provision of this
Amendment and this Amendment shall be conshrued alljy such invalid/ illegal/ or

unenforceable provision had never been contained in this Am^l^Jment.

2.5 No Third Party Beneficiary Stah^s. The Parties specil^dly agree that this

Amendment is not intended to create in the public or any member frT^eof/ third party
beneficiary status in connection with the performance of the obUgatH||s under this
Amendment.

2.6 Recitals. The Parties acknowledge and agree that the recitals^ this
Amendment are true and correct/ and such recitals are incorporated herein by re^e^nce.

2,7 Defined Terms. Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined in this
Amendment shall have the meanings given such terms in the Existing DRRA.

[Signatures on Follonnng Pages]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF/ the Parties have hereunto set their hands under seal on

the date first above written.

WITNESS/ 4JTEST:

.(SEAL)

STATE OF

Cainilla Carroll

TY/COUNTY OF , TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY/ that on tR^,_„ day of ^..___,_,, ._. 2020, before me/

the subscriber/ a Notary Public of the S^i'e aforesaid/ personally appeared CAMILLA

CARROLL/ known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument/ and acl^pwledged that she executed the same for

the purposes therein contained.
A\

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set m^and and official seal.

[SEAL]

My Commission expires:

Notary Public '^

[Print Name of Notary

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGES]
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WITNESS/ATTEST:

.(SEAL)

STATE OF

Philip D. Carroll

, CITY/COUNTY OF ./ TO WIT:

I HEREBY CBfcFY/ that on this day of / 2020, before me/

the subscriber/ a Not-ar||iv?c °^ tl'le State ^oresaid/ personally appeared PHILIP D.

CARROLL/ known to me^||^satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within insfcr^^nt/ and acknowledged that he executed the same for

the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF/1 hereto set my hand and official seal.

[SEAL]

My Commission expires:

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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AGREED and APPROVED:

HOWARD COUNTY/ MARYLAND
ATTEST:

Lonnie CT^bbms
Chief Admfflfcraave Officer

this

BY: .(SEAL)
Calvin Ball
Howard County Executive

APPROVED ASTBlLFORM AND LEGAL SUFFICIENCY

day of '^ 2020.

Gary W. Kuc
County Solicitor

STATE OF MARYLAND/

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this

COUNTS TO WIT:

2020, before me/ the
subscriber/ a Notary Public of the State of-^^ryland/ in and for the County aforesaid/

personally appeared Calvin Ball/ the County^|^ecuHve for Howard County/ Maryland/
who acknowledged the within Amendment fi^e the act of the County and that he
executed the foregoing Amendment for the purpo^; therein contained by signing in my

presence the name of Howard County/ Maryland a^punty Executive,

AS WITNRSS my Hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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ATTORNEYS CBRTIFICATION

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the undersigned are members/ in good standing/ of
tjie Bar of the Court of Appeals of Maryland/ and that the within inst'ument was

pT^ared by the undersigned or under their supervision.

"'•'X

Upon Kecordation Please^turn To

Sang W. Oh/Esq.
Talkm & Oh/ LLP
5100 Dorsey Hall Drive
Ellicott City/ Maryland 21042

8of9



EXHIBIT A

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

See attached.
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Amendment \ to Council Resolution No. 107-2020

BY: The Chairperson at the Legislative Day No. 11
request of the County Executive Date: July 29,2020

Amendment No.

(This amendment inserts the Planning Board Recommendatioii as Exhibit A to the First
Amendment to Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement,)

1 Insert the Planning Board Recommendation as Exhibit A to the First Amendment to

2 Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement, attached to the Resolution as Exhibit 1,
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BEFORE THE

PLANNING BOARD OF

HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND

CAMILLA CARROLL AND

PHILIP D. CARROLL

PETITIONER

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE

DOUGHOREGAN DEVELOPMENT

RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

AGREEMENT

MOTEON: To recommend to ihe County Council that the First Amendment to the

Doughoregan Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement for the Camilla

Carroll and Philip A Carroll is consistent with the General Plan, PIaitHowmI

2030.

ACTION: Recommended approval; Vote 4-0.

A'AA'AAA'kAAAA'A'AA

On July 2,2020, the Plannmg Board of Howard County, Maryland, considered the petition of Camilla

CarroU and Philip D. Carroll for a First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) to extend the term by a period of five (5) years. The PJannmg Board

considered the petition, the Department of Plannmg and Zoning (DPZ) Technical Staff Report and

Recommendation and public testimony. DPZ recommended a finding of General Plan consistency between

the First Amendment to the DRRA and PlanHoward 2030.

ThePetitioner was represented by Sang Oh, Bsquii'e. Mr. Oh provided a brief overview of the original

DRRA, the provisions of the agreement that have been completed and the rationale for the First Amendment.

One Board member asked what the consequences would be if the extension is not granted. Mr. Oh stated that

provisions that have been implemented would not be undone but its not clear what the implications w ould be

for those items not completed. It is possible they may not occur. Another Board member asked if the

mamtenance fund was essentially going for upkeep of the CarrolFs home and Mi'. Oh confirmed that was true.

One Board member asked to confirm that the extension would contmue to prohibit use ofBumside Drive for

ingress and egress to the Westmount subdivision. Mr. Oh concurred that this provision would be maintained

m the extension.
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Testimony

S'm individuals provided public testimony on merits of the Development Rights and Responsibilities

Agreement First Amendment but did not address consistency with the General Plan.

Mr. Ilenda, having previously submitted written testimony on behalf of the Chateau Ridge community

group, provided testimony as a resident in support of the DRRA extension. He cited the agreement to not use

Burnside Drive as a cormectmg street for the Westmount Subdivision as the reason for his support.

Ml'. Guai'neri provided testhiony and spoke about the pre-submission meeting on May 23, 2019 and

that residents who attended expressed concerns about the Burnside Drive provision and traffic impacts.

Ms. Rollms provided testmiony in favor of extending the DRRA statmg that she would prefer that

the conditions and agreements not be reevaluated.

Ms. Sorak stated that she had summitted written testimony m support of the extension. She asked

that the extension be set at ten years to give the project additional time for completion.

Mi'. Hurewitz provided testimony to suggest that the focus of the Board decision should be on

answering the question of what is left to be completed under the terms of the current DRRA He asked about

wiiat would happen if no action is taken on the extension.

Mr. Happel was the fmal person to provide testimony. He stated that his main concern was that the

five-year extension maintains the provision to prevent access from the Westmount Subdivision through

Burnside Drive. He indicated that he was in support of the extension.

Board Discussion and Recommendation

In work session, one Board member generally commented that they had no issues with recommending

the extension the DKRA for approval, particularly after hearing from the community about Burnside Drive,

and especially those most directly affected.

One Board member stated that DRRA's are typically very lengthy and complicated agreements.

While sometimes adjustments may need to be made, they didn't see any reason not to extend it another five

years.

Based on the information presented, and the Board's discussion, Ms. Adler made a motion that the

Planning Board recommend fmding the First Amendment to the Doughoregan Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) consistent with the General Plan. Mr. McAliley seconded the motion,

which passed 4-0.
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For the foregoing reasons, the Plannmg Board of Howard County, Maryland, on this 24th day of July

2020, recommends to the County Council that First Amendment to the Development Rights and

Responsibilities Agreement, as described above, be APPROVED,

ATTEST:
•DocuSlgnedby;

Fml/ C>7tfK<tn

•6B4D5DDSBi-W'!D4..;
Amy Gowan, Executive Secretaty

oWAW:COUNTY PLANNING BOARD

90CWM3SWW
Eixa.Bftels, Chair

•DocuS!fln®tiby:

€l^^ t. Uj^o^.
^ Vice-chah-

Pdflu'i^ Sijiljiy
.38C39F6DB20E4A6..

Delphme Adler

Absent

PhiHips Engelke
•DAySlflnedtiy;

^



Amendment 2 to Council Resolution No. 107 - 2020

BY: Liz Walsh Legislative Day 11

Date: July 29, 2020

Amendment No. 2

(Confirms the intent that certain obligations and covenants ofCarrolls under theDRRA,

including not to construct any roads that would connect the Site or any portion thereof to

Burnside Drive, would survive the termination of the DRRA.)

1 On page 1 of 9 of Exhibit 1, after Recital number 6, insert the followmg:

2 "7. Section 9.2 of the Existing DRRA shall be amended to include the following:

3 C. Notwithstanding anything in this Agreement to the contrary, the obligations of the

4 Carrolls under this Agreement shall sui-vive the termination of this ARreement and the

5 covenants of the Carrolls under this Agreement shall be set forth in a covenant to the

6 County and to be recorded within sixty (60} days followins execution of this Amendment

7 and shall run with and be binding upon the Site and inure to the benefit of the Can-oils

8 and the County and their respective heirs, successors and assigns, including but not

9 limited to Sections 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, and 4,3.".

10

11 On page 3 of 9 of Exhibit 1, in Section 1.1 at the end of the replacement language of

12 subsection A, following the period, insert the following:

13

14 Notwithstandme anvthtng in this Agreement to the contrary, the obligations of the

15 CaiTolls under this Agreement shall survive the termination of this Agreement and the
1



1 covenants of the CaiTolls under this Agreement shall be set forth in a covenant to the

2 County and to be recorded within sixty (60) days following execution of this Amendment

3 and shall run with and be binding upon the Site and inure to the benefit of the Carrolls

4 and the County and their respective heirs, successors and assigns, including but not

5 limited to Sections 2.3, 3.1,3.2, and 4,3.".

6

7 Renumber the sections accordingly.



Amendment 3 to Council Resolution No. 107 - 2020

BY: LizWa}sh Legislative Day 11

Date: July 29,2020

Amendment No. 3

(Requires that the County have right of first refusal to purchase all or part of the 94 acres

surrounding the home or property otherwise, having cultural or historical significance.)

1 On page 1 of 9, of Exhibit 1, after Recital number 6, insert the following:

2 "7. Aiticle IV of the Existing DRBA^^^^s^^^^ to provide the County with a Right of

3 First Refusal to purchase: i) all or part of the Core, including any improvements located thereon;

4 or ii) any other portions of the Property that may be found to have historic significance,

5 including burial grounds or praves of enslaved persons.".

6

7 Renumber the Recitals accordingly.

8

9 On page 2 of 9 of Exhibit 1, after 1.1 insert:

10 "Article IV of the Existing DREAshall.be^^^^a^

11 4.4 Right of First Refusal.

12 4.4.1 Prior to any sale or conveyance of the Core, or any portion thereof, other

13 than.thr^yghtestateormtestate succession, the Carrolls, their heirs, successors

14 and assigns must first offer such property to the County as a Right of First Refusal

15 to purchase all or part of the Core at the lesser of any pending offer that is

16 proposed to be accepted, or upon commercially reasonable terms.



1 4.4.2 Prior to any sale or conveyance, other than conveyance through testate or

2 intestate succession, of any other -portions of the Property that may be found to

3 have historic significance, including burial grounds or graves of enslaved persons,

4 the Carrolls, their heirs, successors and assigns must first offer such Property, or

5 portions thereof, to the County as a Right of First Refusal to purchase at the lesser

6 of any pending offer that is proposed to be accepted, or upon commercially

7 reasonable terms.

8 4.4.3 This Right of First Refusal must be recorded in the Land Records for

9 Howard County within sixty days followmg execution of this Amendment.".

10

11 Renumber the section accordingly.



Office of the County Auditor

Auditor's Analysis

Council Resolution No. 107-2020

Introduced: July 6, 2020

Auditor: Edward Shulder

Fiscal Impact:

The passage of Council Resolution 107-2020 has no direct impact on County expenditures,

However, if the resolution fails, the County would lose approximately $705,000 in revenues
from the collection of a $3,000 per unit wastewater reduction fee. This fee was established under
the original Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) and terminates on the
expiration of the Agreement. These fees are not General Fund revenue.

The Department of Planning and Zoning advised that all the 325 housing units authorized by the
original DRRA can be constructed regardless of whether this resolution passes.

Purpose:

This resolution extends the expiration date for the DRRA between the County and the Carroll

family from September 23, 2020, to September 23, 2025.

OtherCQinments:

The Department of Planning and Zoning advised that the 325 slngie-family detached homes

allowed under the DRRA are included in the County's housing allocation. In addition, the

development has passed APFO (Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance) requirements^ including

the schools test. The development is being constructed in four phases.



Office of the County Auditor

Auditor's Analysis

Amendment 1

Council Resolution No. 107-2020
Amendment Proposed by: The Cliairperson at the Request of the County Executive

Introduced: July 6, 2020

Auditor; Edward Shulder

Fiscal Impact:

This amendment has no fiscal impact.

Purpose:

This amendment adds the Planning Board Recommendation for the First Amendment to the

Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement to the Resolution.

Ofher_Comments:

Tlie Planning Board recommended approval of the First Amendment by a vote of 4-0.



Office of the County Auditor

Auditor's Analysis

Amendment 2

Council Resolution No. 107-2020
Amendment Proposed by: Liz Walsh

Introduced: July 6,2020

Auditor: Edward Shulder

Fiscal Impact:

The potential revenue or expenditure impact of this amendment cannot be reasonably determined

at this time.

Impact is dependent upon future construction of housing units. Related revenues may include

permit fees, school surcharge, transfer tax, income tax, or property tax. Expenditures may

include cost per pupil for education or infrastructure costs.

Purpose:

This amendment requires that certain obligations and covenants of the Carrolls under the

Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (DRJRA) survive the termination or

expiration of the amended DRRA.

These obligations include:

• Construction of up to 325 housing units;

• Permanent termination ofBut'nside Drive without connection to the Site;

• A stipulation that the County continue to receive a $3,000 per unit waste-water reduction

fee at the time the building permit is issued; and

• Establishment of a Restoration and Maintenance Fund of $2 million for the Manor

House and historic outbuildings.

Other Cpminents:

According to the Department of Inspections, Licenses and Permits, 90 building permits have

been issued under the DRRA.

To date, no monies have been placed in the Restoration and Maintenance Fund. Note that these

are not County funds and the County may only review the use of the funds for the purposes noted

in the DRRA.



Office of the County Auditor

Auditor's Analysis

Amendment 3

Council Resolution No. 107-2020

Amendment Proposed by: Liz Walsh

Introduced: July 6, 2020

Auditor: Edward Shulder

Fiscal Impact:

The fiscal impact of this proposed amendment cannot be determined at this time.

Potential impact is an increase in County expenditures if the County exercises its Right of First

Refusal. These costs will include the purchase price, ongoing operations, and maintenance costs,

Purpose:

This amendment requires the County to have Right of First Refusal to purchase all or part of the

94-acre historic Core ofDoughoregan Manor.

Specifically, the amendment provides for the following:

• Prior to the sale or conveyance of the Core, the Can'olls, their heirs, or their successors

and assigns must first offer such property to the County;

• The price will be at the lower of any pending offer or commercially reasonabie terms;

• The County shall have the Right of First Refusal of any other portions of the property
found to have historical significance; and

• The Right of First Refusal must be recorded in the County's land records within 60 days

of the execution of the Amendment.

0 ther Comments:

None.



HOWARD COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
3430 Court House Drive • EUicott City/ Maryland 21043 u 410-313-2350

Voice/Rela\

Valdis Lazdins, Director FAX 410-313-3467

January 11, 2019

Manor Investments
c/o Westmount Development Corporation
100 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Suite 301
Towson, MD 21204

Dear Sir or Madam;

RE: WP-19-060, Westmount, Phase 3 (F-17-001)

The Director of the Department of Planning and Zoning considered your request for an alternative
compliance from the Howard County Subdivision and Land Development Regulations.

As of the date of this letter, the Planning Director approved your request for an alternative compliance
of Section 16.144(p) which requires the payment of fees, posting of surety and compietion of the developer's
agreement. The applicant is requesting a one-year extension from the March 7, 2019 deadline date for the
payment of fees, the posting of surety and the completion of the developer's agreement. In addition, the
Petitioner is requesting an alternative compliance request from Section 16.1 14(q) which requires the submission
of the final plat for signatures and recordation within 1 80 days of final plan approval. The Petitioner is requesting
a one-year extension from the May 6, 2019 deadline date for the submission of the plat.

Approval is subject to the following conditions:

1. The payment of fees, posting of surety and compietion of the developer's agreement must be
completed on or before March 7, 2020.

2. The final plat must be submitted for signature and recordation on or before May 6,2020.

3. The alternative compliance number (WP-19-060) and its conditions of approval must be added to all
future subdivision plats and site development plans.

Our decision was made based on the following:

Extraordinary Hardship or Practical Difficulty -
The site is being developed in accordance with the Development Rights and Responsibility Agreements (DRRA)
per ZB 1087M. This Agreement allows for development of 325 single-famUy detached homes and is being
developed in 4 phases. Phase 2 of the development required MDE and Army Corps permits for the construction
ofWestmount Parkway. The developer recently received the required permits and has started the construction
of the road system which was approved as part of Phase 2. It is anticipated that roadway will not be completed
until March 2019 thus impacting the developer's ability to construct the continuation of the road system needed
for Phase 3. The one year extension will allow the subdivision to be constructed in phases as was initially
approved. The extension of time will not change the layout of the subdivision, but allow the subdivision to be in
constructed as a phased project.

Howard County Government, Calvin Ball County Executive www.howardcountyind.gov



WP-19-060, Westmount Page Two

Not Detrimental to the Public Interest - Approval of the alternative compliance request wii! not alter the
essentiai character of the neighborhood and wil! not substantially impair the appropriate use or development of
the surrounding residential properties. Allowing the developer an extension of time for completion of the
developer's agreement, payment of fees, posting of surety and submission of the plat for recorciation wii! not
change the design of the project, but will allow the subdivision to be development as a phased project. The
delay in the approval of the MDE and Army Corps permits has impacted the construction timelines for phases 2
and 3. The developer has started the road construction for Phase 2, which must be completed before Phase 3
can be started. The approval of the alternative compilance wilf allow the project to proceed as a phased project.

Will Not Nullify the Intent or Purpose of the Regulations - Approval of this alternative compliance request
will not nuitify the intent or purpose of the regulations. The developer should not be penalized because of the
delay in receiving the required Army Corps and MDE permit Allowing the requested 1 year extension will not
nullify the intent of the Regulations, but wif! allow the developer to proceed with the subdivision process by
developing the property as previously approved under the Preliminary Equivalent Sketch Plan and according to
the phasing schedule.

This requested alternative compliance wilt remain valid for the time period specified in the conditions of
approval.

If you have any questions, please contact Brenda Luber at (410) 313-2350 or emaii at
BLuber(5)howardcountvmd.ciov.

Sincerely,

Y^^L^-^L
Kent Sheubrooks, Chief
Division of Land Development

KS/BL
ec: Research

DED
Real Estate Services
GLW
Jeremy Rutter (Jeremy@rutterpm.com)
Joseph Rutter (jrutter@ldandd.com)

Howard County Government, Calvin Ball County Executive www.howardcountymd.gov
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g THIS WARRANTY ^ DEED, made this I fc d|^J(%^,lA..tb§E%gen
^ CAMILLA CARROLL and PHILIP D. CARROLL, individuals having an address at
I 3500 Manor Lane, Ellicott City, Maryland ("Grantors"), and^fHEODORE S.
^ BARUCH, an individual"'having an address at 3702 Chateau Ridge Drive,
J ^ Ellicott City, Maryland (Grantee"),
I i,..d: ^,

5 '< 'WITNESSETH, that in consideration of the sum of One Dollar ($1.00) and
5 other good and valuable considerations, to said Grantors in hand paid by
w said Grantee, the receipt and adequacy of which is hereby acknowledged,
o the said Grantors do grant and convey free and clear with WARRANTY
§ COVENANTS unto the Said Grantee all of its right, title and interest in:
CQ
>

Ail that piece or parcel of ground situate in Howard County, State of
Maryland, and described as follows, that is to say:

Open Space Lot 2 (the "Property") as shown on a Plat of Subdivision
entitled WESTMOUNT, which plat is recorded as Plat No. 21489 among the

co
^ Land Records of Howard County, Maryland.
"I

SL , BEING a part of the land described in Exhibit 1 of that certain
^ Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (the "DRRA") by and
^y'U between Camilla Carrol!, Philip D. Carroll and Howard County, Maryland dated
0 ^ September 23, 2010 and recorded among the Land Records of Howard
^ ^ County. Maryland in Liber 12722, folio 248.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said piece or parcel of ground and
premises, above described and mentioned, and hereby intended to be
conveyed, together with the rights, privileges, appurfcenances and

j advantages thereto belonging or appertaining, unto and to the proper use
§ and benefit of the said Grantee, his personal representative, heirs»

successors and assigns, in fee simple, forever.

^ Grantors warrant that they are lawful owners and have full
o right to convey the property, and that the property •is free from all
!- claims, liabilities, or indebtedness, and that the Grantors and their
g successors wil! warrant and defend title to the Grantee against the
^ lawful claim of all persons whomsoever.

^
SUBJECT, HOWEVER,

ST'D-EPT; ASSMTS. & TAX

g SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to the following reservations:

^ MS. i ransrer Tax Due In The
^untOf:^ — B- -

6 i I TT'""/
3:
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1) The Grantors reserve hereof upon themselves, their heirs, successors
the right for the period of twenty (20) years from the date of this Deed.

o to establish a permanent and perpetual easement for the construction,
^ . location, installation, operation, maintenance, repair and replacement
^ of water lines in, across, under and through the Property; however, the

easement shall be limited to 20 feet within the limits of the 60 feet
Burnside Drive's Right-of-way. Installation, operation, maintenance,

.1 • repair and replacement of water lines SHALL NOT be done through the
use of Burnside Drive. At such time within the 20 years from the date

5 of this Deed that Grantors, their heirs or successors request that
§ Grantee establish the permanent and perpetual easement described
S above. Grantee agrees to cooperate and promptly execute such

easement and any other documents or plans as Howard County, MD
may reasonably require in order to establish the permanent and
perpetual easement for the water lines. This Easement shall' not be
interpreted to permit an extension of the roadway Burnside Drive to
the Property or otherwise permit any paving.

2) The Grantee/ his heirs, and successors will treat the property as forest

co
<u

.+^1

03
Q
i^
C^J
N
co
T~

^ conservation as required by F-ll-058. forever.
0,
<'

co
WITNESS the hands and seals of said Grantors and Grantee the day

^ and year first above written.
00
CL

i WITNESS:
co

(SEAL)
Camilla CarrollV)

1
0
0
<0
c£
X3

3 ^^ ' ~f ^TSEAL)
fe ^Philip D. Carroll
0
0
b
Z)
0 (SEAL)
u Theodore S. Baruch

Ail Taxes on Aasessmonts certffiftd
^ to the Collector of Taxes ^r
o Howard County. Md. by.bj

have been paid. This statement la for
^ tiw purpose or permltitng recordtirtton
^ and Is not assurance against fur
g 9 taxation even for prtor pertods;
± " does It guarantee satlsfapti6it

outstanding tax sale^T" ^-f-
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STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTS OF HOWARD, TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this //^ay of May, 2011, before me, the
subscriber, a Notary Public of the State aforesaid, personally appeared
Camilla Carroli, known to me (or satisfactoriiy proven) to be the person
whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that
she executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I hereunto set my hand and official seal,

Notary t&iiblic

My Commission expires: ^ J 9-^\ e3o/^

^Oc

h COUNTY
'f(o^'^<

STATE OF-MARYLAW
Q^ (\4ui^<

?^©r IIOWAKD, TO WIT:
-Us

I HEREBY CERTIFY/ that on this ( ^ 'day of May. 2011, before me, the
subscriber, a Notary Public of the State aforesaid, personally appeared Philip
D. Carroll, known fco me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose
name is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that he
executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, ! hereunto set my hand and official seal,

lotary

My Commission expires; FrL> d/ <(.Gftf

^^ __ MICHAEL MATOt^
^\ MY COMMISSION #00958217

EXPIRES; FEB 03,2014
BoiKfeii tftroygh 1st Slata Insufance

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTS OF HOWARD, TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this^_fcftday of May, 2011, before me, the
subscriber, a Notary Public of the State aforesaid, personally appeared
Theodore S. Baruch, known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person
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whose name is subscribed to the within instrument/ and acknowledged that
he executed the same for the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREO'F, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

Notary R^/biic
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Ĉ^J
C\j
c^

co'
LO
LL3
0.

co
^
?^~
CO
00
a

CO
C^J
co
V™

QL
a
s
(/)
-a

0
0
(D
c£
T3
c
(Q

—I

fe
D
0
0
h-

3
0
a:
0

ẑ
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My Commission expires: S l^€\ I ^0/s""'

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the within instrument was prepared by or under the
supervision of the undersigned, an Attorney duly admitted to practice before
the Court of Appeals of Maryland.

*K \^s/ - 0^
Sa?ig W. OST

!?^W.^ c^TORIWTEE dM
tiM ^M
Regf HOE RCPI ? 5Bii^
HDR W Blk ? i4S£
^y Ibf i^ll e3^t'f.B
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Sayers, Mar9ery

From: Victor ilenda <victor.iienda@verizon.net>

Sent: Wednesday, September 9, 2020 10:30 AM
To: CoundlMail
Subject: Vote on CR107-2020

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Members of HC Council,

On behalf of our community, Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association (CRLCA), I wou!d like to thank you for your
work in strengthening the wording associated with the approval of the five year extension of the Doughoregan DRRA. Our
community is especially grateful for the wording within Amendment 2 which assures closure of Burnside Drive from any
connection to Westmount, even after the expiration of the DRRA. Best wishes for your continued work to make Howard
County one of the best locations in the US.

VA Itenda, President
CRLCA, Inc.
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PHILIP AND CAMILLA CARROLL - PRESUBMISSION COMMUNITY MEETING
(Howard County Code Sec. 16<128(b))

3500 Manor Lane, Ellicott City, Maryland 21042
Tax Map 23, Grid 10, Parcel 71

Approx. 655.498 AC±

REPORT OF COMMUNITY INPUT MEETING
HELD AT 6 P.M. ON TUESDAY, MAY 23,2019 AT

MILLER BRANCH LIBRARY,
9421 FREDERICK ROAD, ELLICOTT CFTY, MARYLAND 21042

The following people were in attendance at that meeting:

Sang W. Oh (attorney), Joseph Rutter (consultant), Jeremy Rutter (consultant).

After a brief presentation by Petitioner of its request for a 5 year extension of the DRRA
pertaining to Doughoregan/Westmount, the following questions and answers were
provided:

1) I called Justin Tyler, planner of the day, at DPZ and he told me that there will be
800 new units? This is false. 325 total units. Nothing is changing in the DRRA
other than the term,

2) What about the land that is to be donated to Kiwanis Wallis Park? Done
3) Why doe$n*t HCYP know about the donation? The donation was to recreation

and parks, but HCYP should kno-w.
4) Will the representatives for the property owners please identify themselves?
5) So file letter that some neighbors received referenced 655.49 acres. That doesn't

match up to any of the acreages referenced in the DRRA, Can you explain? The
acreages under the DRRA was explained.

6) Does your map show Manor Lane? No.
7) Will Manor Lane be used to divert traffic to Rt. 144? No.
8) The DJR.RA provides that all access including emergency must be approved. Has

that been done? Yes.
9) Don't there need to be two access points? No. The ingress/egress to Westmount

was approved with a dual lane
3 0) Have you done a trafSc study? What are the numbers? This is not the forum to

talk about that
11) Do the Carrolls have any intention to build more houses after these remaining

homes will be constmoted? No except the fact that the Carrolls hcfve JO residual
development rights.

12) Can you explain tlie status of the construction of the phases? The plans that have
been submitted and approved for the project were explained,

] 3) Once you have the approval for the final phases, can you still modify the plan?
Unlilcely.

14) I just want to be clear that this is just a reaffirmation of the original plan with no
changes other than the term? Correct

1



15) Are there going to be any traffic changes made to the intersection ofKiwanis
Park? M?.

16) So you need another 5 years? Yes
17) When will the last house be built? In about 5 years
18) All single family homes? Yes
19) How many kids per home? Difficult to predict.
20) Are all the kids going to be redistricted to the same school? That is a Board of

Education issue.
21) What are the schools that districted to attend? Discussed
22) Will you strictly adhere to the terms of the DRRA in so far as your accessing

Bumside Drive for construction? Yes, ~we •will.
23) Vm disappointed that we don't have a powerpoint. The purpose of this meeting

i,s about a DRRA. If you leaveyour email, we will provide you with a pdf of the
exhibit that we have been showing.

24) What are the Carrolls doing for us? The terms of the DRRA contain all of the
terfns.

25) Would the Carrolls allow public access to the Doughoregati? No.
26) Is this going to be a rubber stamp for the County Council? A discussion ensued

about the DRRA process,
27) What are the implications if the DRRA is not extended? Difficult to say. We

-would have to really examine the consequences.
28) If you don't get the extension^ then does the whole thing get renegotiated?

Unknown
29) The challenge is that during the past 10 years, our schools have gotten

increasingly crowded. We ask you to put your thinking caps on to come up with
solutions or we*U keep showing up. You have the ability to solve this. You have
the deep pockets to solve this. Do not agree.

30) Would this be a taking to reduce the number form 325? Difficult to say.
31) All of the school tests liave been passed? Yes
32) Are you going to inform your buyers that schools are over-crowded and that

there is no room for the new kids? No. We passed the schools test and no phase
of this development has had to wait 5 years for APFO. We 're talking about 200
units over the next 6 years.

33) I personally don't have a problem with the Can'oll family or the extension, but I
am opposed to the amount of development that the County allows.

34) We don*t have the money to buy the Turf Valley ES and have no money to build
the school.

35) Can the 500 acres that the County purchased an easement on be rezoned? It can,
but it can't be developed.

36) Fd like to ask about some legal aspects of the DRRA. What is the purpose of the
176 pages in the exhibits? Title Report. What is Exhibit 4? Title Opinion What
is the purpose and why was it necessary to include all the State and probate
records to show who owned what? Just to be inclusive 'with information. What
is the purpose and why was it necessary to include ROW and easement? What is
the purpose and why was it necessary to include language in Article 6,
subsection C for the exception?



37) When are you going to submit the application? We have already filed the
application. It Is likely to go before the County Council not before September
2019. CORRECTION: THE APPLICATION HAS NOT rBT BEEN FILED.
UKLEY TO BE FILED IN THE NEAR FUTURE. WE STILL ANTICIPA TE
THAT THE DRRA WILL BE CONSIDERED BY THE COWTY COUNCIL THIS
FALL OR WINTSR.

38) Is there anyone from the County here? How will the County receive a summary
of the comments/questions from this meeting? We will do our best to
summarize, but if you have any addiiiom/corrections, please forward to me.

39) You said yov will not connect with Burnside Drive. Did you say that you could
connect to Chateau Ridge? With the DRRA, we cannot,

40) What rights and responsibilities remain to be completed? Believe most of the
respomibilUies have been performed.

41) Does phase 4 have to be completed by 2020?
42) And no other terms are being changed? That's right.
43) How do we get a copy of the traffic report? It should be in the County's file.
44) Fire truck access plans have been approved by the County and State? Yes
45) Will you send a copy of the plan when you send the minutes? Sure
46) This meeting is done in accordance with the presubmission meeting rules. A

reference is in error. What rules are you using? Trying to fulfill the intent of
those rules,

47) So what happens to our comments? It will go to the administration and the
County Council.

48) The studies are just archaic. 10 years ago. Traffic tests compound traffic over a
number of years.

49) To summarize; extend 5 years; no access to Bumside; nothing purchased on
Chateau Ridge to create a new access? Correct

50) Since nothing is being changed, why do we have to have this meeting? We 're
following the law.

51) When did you realize you would need an extension? Last year.
52) What is the financial impact to the Carrolls iftlie next phases don't happen? No

answer

53) Will you re-do the traffic because there have been a couple of serious accidents.
54) People will want to cut through Chateau Ridge via Centennial to avoid Rt. 29,
55) This process is strange because although you're not seeking to change any of the

real terms of the DRRA, why do we still have lo have this meeting?
56) So we can open a whole can of worms if we want to?
57) The development rights are held by the County? No. County cannot sell these

units.

The meeting concluded at approximately 7:10 p.m.



Sayers, Margery

From: Sang Oh <soh@talkin-oh.com>

Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2020 3:20 PM
To: Walsh, Elizabeth
Cc: CouncilMail; Jung, Deb; Jones, Ope!; Rigby, Christiana; Yungmann, David; Kuc, Gary;

Sidh, Sameer; Gowan, Amy; Dvorak, Nico!e

Subject: FW: CR 107-2020 " Amendments No. 2 and 3

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

DearMs.Walsh:

In advance of tonight's virtual meeting and !egisfative session regarding the above-referenced CR to authorize an
amendment to the DRRA for the Doughoregan Manor Property, I wanted to let you and the Council members know that

Philip and Camilla have carefully reviewed the DRRA. They have reconsidered their position and are not opposed to
your proposed Amendment No. 2 to CR 107-2020. This is the amendment that wouid require certain Carroll obiigations
under the DRRA to be perpetual. The Carrolls have and wi!! continue to perform/fulfill their obligations under the DRRA

until complete.

The CarroHs, however/ remain opposed to your proposed amendment no. 3. The conditions contained therein cannot

be ratified by the Carrolls. We hope you will either withdraw or not support amendment no. 3 for all of the reasons as

previously explained.

Again/ please contact me if you have any further questions or concerns. Thank you, again, for helping to facilitate a
resolution to this most important issue.

Very truly yours,

Sang W. Oh
Talkin&Oh/LLP
5100 Dorsey Hail Drive

Ellicott City, MD 21042
410-964-0300

410-964-2018 (f)

From: Sang Oh
Sent: Tuesday;July 28, 2020 4:57 PM
To: 'ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov1 <ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov>

Cc: counclSmail@howardcountymd.gov; djung@howardcountymd.gov; ojones@howardcountymd.gov; Rigby, Christiana
<crigby@howardcountymd.gov>; 'dyungmann@howardcountymd.gov' <dyungmann@howardcountymd.gov>; Kuc,

Gary <GKuc@howardcountymd.gov>; lssidh@howardcountymd.gov' <ssidh@howardcountymd.gov>; Gowan/ Amy

(agowan@howardcountymd.gov) <agowan@howardcountymd.gov>; Dvorak, Nicole <ndvorak@howardcountymd.gov>

Subject; CR 107-2020 - Amendments No. 2 and 3

DearMs.Walsh:

As you know our office represents Philip Carroil and Camilla Carroll with respect to the above-referenced Council
Resolution and th e DRRA pertaining to Doughoregan Manor Property. My clients have had the opportunity to review



your Amendments No. 2 and 3. While we sincerely appreciate the effort you took to discuss these amendments with me
prior to their prefiling/ having reviewed the actual language being proposed, the Carrolls have asked me to
communicate to you the foHowing: (i) that Amendment No. 2 seeks to replace the existing DRRA with a one-sided
obligation for a covenant to ensure the CarroiFs obiigation in perpetuity with no assurance that the County will be
similarly bound to act in good faith towards fu!fil!ing its obligations under the agreement/ including the reasonable
issuance of permits for the deveiopment approved En ZB Case No. 1087 and (iE) that the granting of a Right of First
Refusal to Howard County to purchase portions of the Doughoregan Manor Property represents a substantive change
and offer to renegotiate the bargained-for-exchange under the current DRRA with language that is not dear,
unambiguous or incapable of capricious administration. Amendment No, 3 is aiso an unwelcome solicitation for

relinquishment of private property rights.

In short/ neither Philip Carroii and Camilla Carroll will be executing a DRRA that contains the provisions set forth in

Amendments No. 2 and 3. They have every intention offuifiiling their obligations under the existing DRRA. Based on
their experience of the past 10 years/ the Carroils cannot obligate themselves to assume additional, permanent and
more onerous obligations without addressing the ability of the government to delay permit approvals without
consequence. We hope you wiH agree that our opposition to Amendments No. 2 and 3 are understandable and

reasonable under the circumstances. Please contact me if you have additional questions. Thank you.

Very truly yours,

SangW. Oh
Taikin & Oh, LLP
5100 Dorsey Hat! Drive
Ellicott City, MD 21042
410-964-0300
410-964-2018 (f)



From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:

Walsh, Elizabeth
Tuesday, Septembers, 2020 10:01 AM
CouncilMai
Glendenning, Craig
CR107-2020

FYI: Auditors recentiy confirmed for Dl that the total amounts paid by the County to the Carrolls pursuant to their

Agricultural Preservation agreement is $11,785/377 of the promised $19,100/000.

Thru February 2020

On August 15, 2020

$
A_

Pnncipai

7,735/500

859,500
,$,...

j_

interest

3/061,370

129,007
.,$,

_!_

_$_

Total

10,796,870

988,507

11/785,377

From: Glendenning/ Craig <cgiendenning@howardcountymd.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 5:02 PM
To: Walsh, Elizabeth <ewaish@howardcountymd.gov>; Dvorak/ NJcole <ndvorak@howardcountymd.gov>

Cc: Little, Cristiana <cjittle@howardcountymd.gov>
Subject: RE: CarroNs (DRRA) - Ag Pres

The August 15th total payment was $859,500.00 (principal) and $129/006.65 (interest).

From: Waish, Eijzabeth <ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov>

Sent; Wednesday, September 2/ 2020 4:27 PM
To: Glendenning, Craig <cglendenning@howardcountvmd.gov>; Dvorak, Nicole <ndvorak@howardcountymd,goy>
Cc; little/ Cristiana <dlttle@howardcountymd,goY>
Subject: RE: Carrotts (DRRA) - Ag Pres

Did we not make the so-described payments in August 2020 then? How much do they add?

From: G!endenning, Craig <cglendenninR@howardcountvmd.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 2, 2020 4:20 PM
To: Dvorak, Nicole <ndvorak@howardcountymd.gov>

Cc: Wafsh/ Elizabeth <ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov>; Littie, Cristiana <clittle@howardcountymd,gov>
Subject; RE: Carrolls (DRRA)" Ag Pres

NEcole - per Joy Levy as of the February 2020 payments/ the Carrolls have received $7,735/500 in principal and

$3/061/370 in interest. There are interest payments made every February and August and principal payments

made every August.

Craig

From: Dvorak, Nicole <ndvofak@howardcountymd.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 2, 2020 1:02 PM
To: Glendenning, Craig <cglendenning@howardcountvmd.gov>

1



Cc: Walsh/ Elizabeth <ewalsh@howardcountymd.gov>; Littie, Cristiana <ciittle@howardcountymd.gQy>
Subject: Carrolls (DRRA) - Ag Pres

Hi Craig/ per our convo -~ can you let us know what information you've received on how much money the

Carroils have received to date from the County for Ag Pres?

Many thanks/

Nicole

Nicofe Dvorak

Special Assistant, Counci! Member Liz Walsh (District 1)
Howard County Council
Direct Line: 410-313-2456

n(yvorcr/c@/7oworrfcoyn^mc/,i3ov



rers, Marger

From: Joe! hurewitz <joelhurewitz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 8:59 AM
To: CouncilMail
Subject: CR107-2020 Carrol! DRRA Amendment

[Note: This emaii originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Dear Council/

! participated in the DRRA pre-submission meeting and the hearing before the Planning Board. My questions, similar to
those of the Council, regarded what conditions remained to be performed under the DRRA. Sang Oh was generally
unable to give a clear answer. Until Director Amy Gowan's Administrative Testimony mentioned the $3000 wastewater
nutrient reductionfee/ there was never a dear statement of what remained for the County to receive in the DRRA.For

this reason, that the County would receive $705/000,1 would be inclined to approve the amendment. However/! am
disappointed that a Fiscal Analysis has not been posted to see any other fiscal impacts to the County.

As fortheafter-taxmonies/why Is it assumed that there will ever be anyafter-tax income? If the family wants a tax loss.
there are many ways to get one in real estate/ including perhaps, to answer the question from the work session/ pay

counsel to appear before the County Council. See https://bridgesdunnrank!n.com/tax-t3tanning-opportunities-for-real-

estate-deveiopers-and-investors/

Furthermore, Sang Oh told the Council that the Baruch deed did not answer one way or the other on the extension of
Burnside Drive. The statements that the utility easement was not to "be Interpreted to permit an extension of the
roadway Burnside Drive to the Property or otherwise permit any paving" and that it shall be treated "as forest
conservation argues that it precludes any road connection.



3236^035

1) The Grantors reserve hereof upon themselves, their heirs, successors
the right for the period ,of twenty (20) years from the date of this Deed,
to establish a permanent and perpetual easement for the construction,
tocation, installation, operation, maintenance, repair anci replacement
of water lines in, across, under and through the Property; however, the
easement shall be limited to 20 feet within the timits of the 60 feet
Burnside Drive's Right-of-way. Installation, operation, maintenance.
repair and replacement of water lines SHALL NOT be done through the
use of Burnside Drive. At such time within the 20 years from the date
of this Deed that Grantors, their heirs or successors request that
Grantee establish the permanent and perpetual easement described
above, Grantee agrees to cooperate and promptly execute such
easement and any other documents or plans as Howard County, MD
may reasonably require In order to establish the permanent and
perpetual easement for the water ifnes. This Easement shall not be
interpreted to permit an extension of the roadway Bumside Drive to
the Property or otherwise permit any paving.

2) The Grantee, his heir$. and successors will treat the property as forest
conservation as required by F-ll-058, forever.

WITNESS the hands and seals of said Grantors and Grantee the day
and year first above written,

»..^..^. /

Sincerely,

Joel Hurewltz



Doughregan Estate Buildings - 2011

Found here: httDS://www.dendrochronologv.com/doL^htmi

fl dsndrochronology.com/coug.htm!

intTCdua'on Lists G? Dsteti BusKIincis Maps c-f Ssted BuiiCings Searcf; EWK Snop

Oxford Tree-Rlng Laboratory - MaryianQ

Maryland
Doughoregan Manor

Main House, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (3927952N;

-77.28S66W)

[A) Phase 1: Celiar ceiling ft^me relling date; WinterlTSSWO

(B) Pnase H: Extension 1o Torm center BlcxA fei!ing dates: Winttr 1762/3. Winter 1763W

(C) Pnase;)!: Kitcnen blocic TeUing dates: Winter 1765/6, Sprtns 1766, Summer 176S, Winter
17GGf7

03) Phase rv South HyphenfeBlng dates: Wintansn/12, Wintens-i 2/13

(E) Pnase V: Norffi tiyptien Telling elates: Winter 1834/5, Spring 1835

A)JOlSK (6/6) 1733 (C). -i710; SB! &eam (0/1). Part Of Site Master1536-1763 DRNX1 (t= 6.S1 FORES: 8^1 DC-AREA: 7.87 DRNxS).

B) Joists (3/3) 1763 (C). 1762 (C). 1753. Part Of Site Masten536.17S3 DRNxl (t= 8.61 FORES; 8.21 DC^REA: 7.87 DRNxS).

C) Jolsts (S/9) 1766 (C), 1765 C^C). 1762.1760. Crossbeam (1/1) 1765 p4C). Mamel^eann (1/1) 1765 (C). Exsitu &eams (4/4) 1765 (V-C), 1752.
17d3..Kte Master 163-!-1766DRNx2(t= 11.23 DRNX9; 10.35 DRNX5; 10.6-i CRRX-!) inOividual sample •i63-!-1760dm13 9 =8.15 OR?0: 6.42

DRNx5; 5.74 DRNx1). Individual sample 1S31-'!766 dm15 (t= 5.74 DRNx9:5.15 CRPxi; .1.53 DRN).

D}Jolste (6/15) 18-i2 (C). 1811 (CJ. Site Master1619-'S?1Z DRNx3 (1= 9.09 DR?(9; 8.09 KEEDSITE; 7.22 DRNxt).

E} Joists (6^7) 1S34 (C), 1834 (7*0). Site Master 1727-1834 DRNx4 (t = 7.97 DC-AREA: 7.76 DRNxS: 7.38 PA009).

The main House at Doughorcgan Manor is a large muitiphase brick and stone structure whose form has evolved over time. The original Georgian

tiUCfc plantation ticusc. v/hlch is believed to have been btilit in the first naif of the 18th cenuir/. tt'as greatly enlarged and remodeied in the Greek

Revival style in ttie "i 9th centufy- In its current configuration it is composed OT a center block with a chapei and michen attached on eiiher si<je tjy

ftypnens.

The center SlocK ts a flve^iay. double-pHe house wim a centw passage plan. Its present appearance is the result of three major periods of work.

The origins! two-room Trame structure was incorporated Into a later 32' x 66' five-Dsy. one-and-a-naif story, gambrei-rooT t>ncK nouse. wnicti was

later enieajged Gy the acidltion ofa gable-roof second sto;y VLlin a cupola ant! WKJOWS wane Tfte interior has undergsne numerous alterations, but

retains Period l! raised plaster paneling in the dining room.

Oxford

Tree-Ring

Laboratory

The Oxford Tree-Ring Laboratoty

was Tormed in 2010 Sy Michaet
Worttilngton and Jane Seiterto

provide cutung-eflge

dendroctironoiosica! semces to

architectural tiistorsns S.G.'s-C.

t.^R"

Contact Information

Oxford Tree-Ring La&cratofy

ProprietOtS
Mchaet Wortiiingion

Jane Seiter. PhJS

e-mafl:

• y ", o ^ (j a '1 "l "^f~."\ "y,': \ C q '•.'.. :.';.?T.

Address

25 E Montsomery St
Baltimore. MO 21230

410 929 1520



Tne soutn dependency ES a t-plan doubje Kitchen that was origin.alSy one-and-a-tiatf stones tail, iater raised to t^/o stones. The south hyp?ien is

stone and two stories wrth a passage along its rear wall connecting the Kitchen to the main blocK. Tlie north dependency is a Catholic chapel wrth a

cmciform pjan, also onginalfy one-and-a-half stories tail but iater raised In height The nortti hyphen \vas constructed of bricK and does not

-communicate with the chapel.

Wormington, M J, and Seiter 12011 The Tree-Ring Dating of the Main House at Doughoregan Manor and Its Outbuildings, Howard County,

Maryland', unpuba ODL archive report 2011/OS.

Link to Historic American Buildings Survey/HistoricAmerican Engineering Record/Historic American Landscapes'Sun/ey !}e^



[cehouse/Smokehousa Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.276059, 1^

-76.893408)

(Feliing dates: Summer 1769, Winter 17S9/70

Center post (0/1); Braces (4/4) 1768 (VsC). 1768.1765: Comer post (1/1) 1769(C): Studs (1/4)
1768(^0. Part of Site Master 1624-1769 DRNx5 (t= 10.93 DRNx2: 8.90 DRNx6; 8.37 CRPx1).

Individual sample 1712-1768 dm55 (t = 6.31 DRNx2; 5.56 KEEDSETE; 5.42 VA20Q9).

This structure originally served as an Ecehouse but was subsequently converted into a

smokehouse. The icehouse was identrfied in the 1798 Federal Direct Tax as an 18' x 1 8f frame structure. The frame portion actualEy comprises the

second story of the structure, which sits on a one-story-high rubble foundation. The upper story Is heavily framed and nogged with bricK and sided

with beaded weatherboard. The pyramidal roof has deep eaves and is surmounted by a ventilator. The second floor is supported by two massive

bricK arches, \vith shallow brick barrel vauRs ainning along the four waEIs that form an opening inthecenteroftheffoorTliebuiEdingis

exceptionally well preserved wrth original louvers. tnterior tirop shutters, and a door with H-L ninges presemng Eeather washers. A doom'ay was cut

tnrough the foundation wall when the structure was converted to a smoKehouse in the 19th century.

Worthington, M J, and Seitec 12011 The Tree-Rmg Dating of the Main House at Dougtoregan Manor and its Outbuildings, Hov<rard County,

Maryland', unpubl ODL archive report 2011/OS.

Linfcto HistoricAmerican Buildings Sunireyy'Historic American Engineering Record/'Historic American Landscapes Surrey n ere



Ash House, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.275982, -76.893446)

Felling date: c. 1771-5

Wail plates (2/2) 1758,1691: Rafter (1/1) 1747. Part of Site Master 1624-17G9 DRNx5 (t = 10.95

DRNX2: 8.90 DRNX6; 8.37 CRPxl). Incjividuai sampie 1S30-1758 dm61 (t= 5.47 DRNx9; 5.22

MD2009; 5.19ANTIETAM). InciivEduai sampie 1690-1747 dm63 (t^5.48ALLENS: 5.29 MD2009:

5.11 DC-AREA).

The smai! ash house is a rectangular brick structure entered on the east gat>ie end. The bricK is laid in common bond that varies in its stretcherto

header ratio. The roof framing uses wrougm naiis at the coHars and to attach shingle 3at!z This rare, if not unique, survtva) from IMe 1 Sin centu^f is

in a state of advanced deterioration.

Wortnington, M J. ancf Seiter, 12011 The Tree-Ring Dating of the Main House at Doughoregan Manor and its Out&uiidings, Hov/arci County,

Maryland'. unpubl ODLarchrve report 2011/06.

Link to Historic American Buildings Su^ey/Hlstoric American Engineering Record/Historic American Landscapes Survey '"e-e



Bath House, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.275189, -76.898987)|

Feiiing date: Winter 1767/83

Rafters (5/6) 1767 (C), 1753,1751, 1726; Collar (0/2). Part of Site Master 1593-1769 DRNxo (t =

10.95 DRNX2: 8.90 DRNx6: 8.37 CRPX1)

The bath house may be a unique example of Its type in Maryland. The one-and-a-half story stone

starcture v/as constructeci oftielti stone in two phases. Phase E consists of the 1S' x 18' eastern halt

of the &uiidEng. Phase II is the 14' addition to the west Below the Period l section Is a large bathing

pool constructecj of brick and stuccoed ^ith hydraulic cement The pool features a mar&le tile fioor and a stone stoo]. The hipped roof dates to

Period IL

Woanington. M J. and Se'rten I 2011 The Tree-Ring Dating of the Main House at Doughoregan Manor and its Outbullciings. Howard County,

Maryland', unpubi ODL archive report 2011/06.

Link to Historic American Buildings Survey/'Historic American Engineering Record^Historic American Landscapes Survey ne-



Overseer's House, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.27228,

-76.887156)

(A)Front cellar felling date: Spring 1807

(B)BacKceiiarfeIiing date: Spring 1808

(A) JoiStS (4/4) 1806 (%C). 1803,1794; Crossbeam (1/1) 1803; Door lintel (0/1). Part ofStte F^asterj
1626-1807 DRNxS (9.90ALLENS; 8.90 DRNx5; 8.37 DRNx9).

(B) Cross&eam o/l) 1807 (%C): Joists (1/3) 1787. Part ofSrte Master 1626-1807 DRNx6 (9.90
ALIENS; 8.90 DRNxo: 8.37 DRNx9).

The Overseer's House is a two-story, singfe-pile stone dv/eijlng, five bays wide. Attacheci to the east is a one-and-a-haif story stone ell with a

gambrei roof. The 40' x 27' main blocK is rough cast with an exposed rubble foundation and cut-stone quoins, window sijis, and linteis. The center

bay of the principal or west facade contains a rubble-stone porch supporting a four-coiumn pedimented portico. The portico covers a Uvo-Ieaf

paneled tioorwith a fanlight and flanking 4/4 windows. The center bay of the second story features a tripartite window. The woocaen comice of the

main block comprises both dentiis and consoles. The hipped roof is shallow and is pierced by two bricR interior cnimneys-

Worthington, M J. and Seiter, I 2011 The Tree-Ring Dating of the Main House at Doughoregan Manor and its Outbuildings, Howard County.

Maryland', unpu&i ODL archive report 2011/06.

Link to Historic American Buildings Survey/HistoricAmerican Engineering Record/Hisxoric American Landscapes Survey 'ns'e



Slave Cabin, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.275189, -76.898987)1

Felling date: Summer 1834, Winter 1834/5

Joists (4/5) 1833(%C). 1834(C). Site Master 1751-1834 DRNx7 (t= T.OO DC-AREA: 6.27 eapenn;

5.82MCYX1).

Tlie double-pen slave quarter is made of field stone and is one-and-a-half stories lail. The north

side Has a full porch over fv\'o doors that originaHy led into IA'O separate interior spaces, now joined.

Both gable ends have smaE! first f3oor and gable windows. Each pen has a window through the

south watl. The window and door openings have granite iintels, and tiiere are rough granite quoins

at the wall corners. The slde-gabEe roof has two dormers on each siope, and is piercea by a centra! chimney that originally served a doubEe

fireplace; the westfirebox has been bricked in.

Worthlngton, M J, and Seiten 12011 The Tree-Rmg Dating offfie Main House at Doughoregan Manor and its Ou&uiidings, Hov/ard County,

Maryland', unpubi ODLarchive report 2011/06.

Link to HistoricAmencan Buildings Surrey/Historic American Engineering RecorcLT-Eistoric American Landscapes Survey n see



Laundry, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.275189, -76.898987}

(A) Primaiy pnase felling date: Winter 1834/5

(B) New roof felling date: Spring 1860

A) Wall plates (3/3) 1834{C). Part of Site Master 1754-1859 DRNxS (7.7Q DRNx4: 5-12 DRNx6;

4.90 HQFx2).B) Wa!i plates (4/4) 1859(%C), 1853,1834; Rafter (1/1) 1853. Part of Site Master
1754-1859 DRNX8 {J.7Q DRNx4: 5-12 DRNx6: 4.90 HQFX2).

Tne laundry is a dislingujsiied Greek Revival structure with a tetra-prostyle Done portico on the west gable end sheltering'a false door The walls

are made of field stone, \vith cut granite veneer on the west and half of trie south sides. The remaining walls are stuccoed and scored to imitate

masonry. The south watl Has tv/o doors entering into rooms that did not originally communicate with each other The east half of the south wall

steps back to create a coverec! porch. The north wan has two windows. There is a window in the east gable end. The building has two periods of

construction, with Perioa 11 consisting primanty of tHe replacement of tl'ieportico and inerooTs.'tructure, leaving the original wali plates in place. The

precise arrangement of the superstructure in Period 1 is unclear, although some GreeK temple form is suggested by the arrangement of the wesl

gable \\t3\\ and evidence for substantial comices found in the Period I waH plates. The east room contains a bricR boaien

WortHington, M J. and Serter, E 2011 The Tree-Ring Dating of the Main House at Doughoregan F/anor and its Oultouildings, Howarci County,

Maryland', unpubi ODL archive report 2011/05.

LlnK to HistoricAmerican Buildings Survey^Historic American Engineering Record/Histonc American Landscapes Sun/ey hers



Storehouse, Doughoregan Manor, Howard County, Maryland (39.275188, -76.886584)1

Felling date: Spring 1774, Winter 1776/7

Joists (8/9) 1776 (C). 1773 (^C). 1760 (^C). 1750 (C): Sujnmer&eam (ifl) 1762 (%C). Site
Master 1600-1776 DRNX9 (11.23 DRNX2: 9.09 DRNxS: 8.37 DRNxS). Indh/idua! sample 1637-17S2|

dmt33 C/^20 MCYX4: 5.86 MTVx1:5.85VA2003).

The storehouse is a gabie-fronted field-stcne structure entered on the west end. The building is

banKed with a ceilar entrance in the east end- The door and window openings are arched in brick.

and the window openings have iron bars and interior shutters. There is an original winder stair in

the southwest comer of the EHiilding. ana evidence for a boarci partition v/all across the back of the

first floor. The partitioned space was piasterecf and had sneives.

Worthington, M J. and Seiter. I 2011 The Tree-Ring Dating of me Main House at Dougnoregan Manor antf its Outtsuildings, Hov/ard County.

Mar/fand', unpubl ODL archive report 2011/06.

Link to Historic American BuiidingsSun/ey/HistoricAmerican Engineering Record/HistoricAmerican Landscapes Survey "e'e



Doughoregan Manor

The following information is from ^Old Homes and B'amilies of

Howard County/ Maryland^ by Celia M. Holland noted Howard County

historian. The book was published in 1987.

Page 75

In a letter to his son (Charles Carroll of Carrollton) dated

January 9, 1764^ Charles Carroll of Annapolis offered a ^short

abstract of its value.// (All of the Carroll property).

Forty Thousand acres of land/ two seats alone containing each

upwards of twelve thousand acres would now sell at 20s ster per

acre. 40/000.0.0 (pounds)

One fifth of an Iron Work consisting of the most convenient

furnace in America^ with two forges built, a third erecting/

with all convenient buildings; 150 slaves/ young and old/ teams/

carts/ &c...and thirty thousand acres of land belonging to the

works/ a very growing estate which produces to my fifth annually

at least 400 pounds ster at twenty-five years purchase

10/000.0.0 (pounds)

Twenty lots 'in Annapolis with the houses thereon

4,000.0.0 (pounds)

Two hundred and eighty-five slaves on my different plantations

at 30 pounds ster cash each on average

8/550.0.0 (pounds)

Cattle, horses/ stock of all sorts on my plantations with

working tools

1/000.0.0 (pounds)

Silver household plate 600.0.0 (pounds)

Debts outstanding at interest in 1762 when I balanced my books

-24/230.9s.7d (pounds)

88, 380.9s.7d (pounds)



On page 94^ The estimated number of slave for Doughoregan Manor

was 200 - 300 slaves.

The following photos were obtained from the Library of Congress

HABS/Haer collection.

This photo was taken in 1936 of the frame (wooden) slave cabins

These cabins burned down in 1968 when many buildings were lost

during a fire.



This is the stone slave cabin on Doughoregan Manor circa 1936

Notice it has a fireplace in the center.

Overseer^s Cottage at Doughoregan.



Image of Former slave quarters at Doughoregan Manor/ Howard County

Accessed from the Enoch Pratt Free Library/ here: https=//co[iections.diRitaEmarvEand.org/digita[/co]lection/mdaa/id/41

"?' 0 ffil a ^;ttpiy/ro!leaiottMllgrtajITfflIVIand.o^''i:^l3'/::!:•;-ris^/mi^^/!ri/4'

i-"~~ / '•/•w.-.:'J;'.^,.^^"^-'_nLir-; - •••.:r'.'i;i:-;~a_'i?-^.-"f~'L.:-.T, > Former stave ausrtcrs 3; Doughoressn Msnor. Howard County

Formersiave quarters at Doughoregan Manor, Howard County

0 Item Description

Id&ntHier

Title

Creator

Subject

md.5300?

ForrT>ors;3vecu3rtors3t Doushoressn Mancr. Moward Count/



Description Photograph of a stone cotfca^ once used as slave Quarters st Doughoregan Manor En Hov/srd County Mar/isnd. Ooughoressn Manor v/ss the sncestrsi home of the

Carroi! famiiy. indud!ngCharEes Carroit (1737-1832), of CarroStton, one of the original signers of the Deciaration of independence. Pictured is a rectsngular stone cotfcsge

v/ith a steepiy pitched cedar shake roof.itisfisnk&d by tsii trees and a grassy yard endosed by a barbed-v/ire fence. A dirt path running parajEel to the barbed wire *ence

ieads to a second buiidingjust visible behind the ^rstAyoung African American gTrl stands m the open doonwy of the cottage. To the right ES s young Africa ri.'^mericsn

man sitting on a block of wood and. standing: farther ri^ht. an African American boy wearing a cap.

Holding Institution Enoch Prati; Fres Library/S Eats Ljbf-3^- Resaurc" Center

Collection Maryland Department Photograph Collection; N233

Date 1936

Typ& image

Format Digits) reproductjon of 1 btack-and-v/hite photographr 19x 25 cm.

Access Rights PermTssion to reproduce or pubiish this Item is reQuired and tnay be subject to copyright, fees, and other JegaS resfaTict^ons. For more Information, please contact

copyright@pratt!ibra r/.org.

OCLC number 662739635
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r^
}ta^.yi&nd ff^eA&og-Lca^ SocJLt.f.tf HuJULs^tin.

CHARLES CARROLL OF CARROLLTON
INVENTORY OF PROPERTY

SLAVE LIST

ju.bmc-i.Cfcd bif Cawjii/n Bth^wdi.

BiLltlraore County Inventories D.U.P. No. 42 1833-1834

yaryland Hall of Records, p. 56 +

Inventory ?1 - Chz-rles Carroll of Ca.rrollton - Being a general

Inventory ol Propurty iii Annc Arundcl, Co. An Inventory o^ n.ll

•and slopulB.r the [;oods cha.tt.els and persooa.1 estate of Cba.rles

Carroll or Cn.rrollt;on decca-scd in A.A.Co. n.ppra.ised by Thomn.s

Hood and Thomas Burgess they bei&g the lirst. loga.lly a-uthorized

and duly qua.llfie<l according to law a.nd ha.ving a.lso sivcn notj.ce

to the parties interested of the time and pln.ce of malclng sfl-id

appra-isement.

Do DOUGHOBEGAH MANOR

Slaves or Heproes bGlcmgiDg to the said decea-sod on DoughoregD.n

Ua.oor said to have beco on and belon^iOET tc> the a.forepu.id lilanor

&r the time of the decea.sed's dea-th viz 14tta November 1832 and

•whereon to the aLppraiscrs of said Manor on the 1st April 1833.

fta.ctiel, Adolphus's •wi-Te aged a-bout 25 yrs.

Ha.no&h Castle

Hesi&h Castle, her child

H&rriot Castle. "

Acne Castle,

Susan CfiLStle. " "

Peggy Cas-tle, " "

Cleu Bo.rnes

Ma-ry Ba-rncs, his •wi-fc.

G&briel B&rnes

Ua.A Joice. son of Villi&ci Joice
to serve tll he tirrlvcs to the
a-ge of 30 yea.rs 19 yrs.

Henncy Joice. da.ughtcr ol Villis
aia C^il!lam3 Joice to serve til she s.rrives
•co the a.ce of 30 ycu-rs 18 yrs. • S 90.00

XllliBun Joice.son of TfiHi&m
Joice to serve til he arrives
at aJB;e 30 yrs. 16 yrs. S 120.00

Betsey Joice daughter of WIlliara
Jolce to serve t11 she arrives
at age 30 yrs. 15 yrs. S 90.00

K&ncy Joice (ia.ughtcr o! Tffilll.&m
Joice to serve tU she arrives
T.t age 30 yrs. 13 yrs. $ 90.00

1 "

(sicklyl

37
13
10

5
3

64

G2

67

?
s
s

s

s
s
s

s

^
$

250.

220.

150.

80.

75.

60.

35.

50.

1.

1.

160.

00

00
00

00

00
00

00

00

00

00

00
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Matilda. Joice da.ughter of Vci.
Joicc to serve til she arrives
to the age ot 30 yrs. 11 yrs,

Charles Chsise 36 "

Thoua.s Jolce about 33 "

Bridget Joice, his wife 29 "

Kelly Joice^ her child 11
Hillery Joice," " 7 "

Ua.sdo3.en Joicc " " 6 "

Vm. Joice, her child 3 "

Morris Pa.rkcr (sickly) 58 yrs.

Patsy Parlcer,. his wife 60 "

Julia Parker, her child 25 "

IsabelViT,' daughter of Julia. Parker 3 "

Wm., son oX Julia. Pa.rlcer 1 "

Clemm potts - bln.cksroith 44 "

Va-chel Cook 77 "

Levi Cook, his.son - blind in
one eye 35

Uathew Cook, his son . 32 "

Patience Cook ' 60 "

Ben Cl&rk -i8 years old S100.00

Maria Cook, his wife 5fi years S

John - otherwise c&lletl Arooii Reynolds Age

N&ce Burgess, lame 31 yrs.

Maria Burgess, his wile 27 "

Alexander Burgess, her child 3 "

Henry Burgess " " 2 "

Thomas Joice (a cripple) bla/Asmi-th 73 "

A^nes Joice, his d&ughter 25 "

Tom, ctaJLld ol Agnes Joice 6 "
George. " " " •• 3 ••

•Joe Addison - •urheel-wrigtit 60 "

^.CatLerJlae Addison, his wife 55 "

Eccry Addisoo, his son 32 "

Archlbald Addison, soa of Catherine 18 "
Atldist^n

Deckcy Addison, da.u. of Co.thcrtne 21
Addisnn

IS

12
43

35

Di&B.h Addison,

Betty Addlson,

JEdward Addison - wheelwrigbx

Nancy Culvert

Becky Culvert, her daughter . 17 "

Barney Culyert, her son . - 11 "

Henry Culvert, her daughter' 10 "

Godfrey Culvert, her son age about 8 "

DjLana. Culvert, her daughter: 5 •'

Edward Culvert, her son ' 4 mos.

S 75.00

S 300.00

S 350.00

'$ 240.00

S 100.00

£ 100.00
40.00

40.00

20.00

1.00

S 250.00

5 25.00

5 20.00

S 350.00

S .01

5 SO.00

5 300.00

S 25.00

25.00

30 S 350.00

5 200.00

S 220.00

S 30.00

S 20.00

$ .01

S 200.00
S 100.00
S 20.00

S -10.00

$ 100.00

S 35C.OO
S -100.00

$ 250.00

S 260.00

S 150.00

S 250.00 ,

5 200.00
S 260.00
S 150-00

S 80.00

$ 100.00
S 60.00
S 20.00
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Suoac C3r^ess. sickly
ifary Burgess, her child

Jsuaes Burgess "

Hec-cy Burgess "

Toney Stewa-rt, sickly

Julia. Stewart. his child

I-UCT Stewart '*

Joe Stewa-rt

Acne Stewa.n "

Sa.lly Stewart

Ua.tild.&,Stcw3.rt, subject to fizs
Adam Stcwa.rt. her child

Billery Stewa.rt "

El i, STiewart

Archiba-ld Ridgely

Edwa.rd STfiwart

Hezekxah Joice

Fa-noy Ha.wkins

Ka.ty Hawlcias, tier child

Louisa Ha.wkins " "

y.I.lllara Hawkins "

Joe Reoaald

Darkey Reo&a.ld. hi.s wife, sickly

Uu-y Reonxld. his child

Da.aiel Reoo&l.d " .

Ca.therlne Reoaald. his child

Betty Fteoaa.ld

James ffall, sickly

Harry Hosier

Bea.1 Jones

Sophie Jones, his wife

Letlta Jones, her child

Ell.z.a.beth Jones "

Ua.rilda. Jones

Harry Rosier

Sidney Rosier

Hannah Dorsey

Jacob Cassel

Ha-rry Cook, carpenter

Susan Cook. his wife, sickly

Harry Cook. her child - sawyer

Catheriae Cook. her child

Nancy Cook "

Elija-h, her son

Deunis

Dick Stewa.rt, miller

Sophie Stewart, his'wife

Sally Stew&rt, her child

26 yrs.
B "

3 "

1 "

50 "

20 "

16 ••

13 "

11 " .

9 "

.10 "

1.1 "

5 "

2 "

45
24 •<

72 "

33 "

11 "

8 "

6 ••

54 "

43 "

19 "

22 "

14 "

12 "

42 "

50 "

-36 "

-15 "

12 "

10 "

2 ••

77 ••

75 "

80 "

76 *•

45 •'

37 "

25 "

14 "

12 "

10 "

8 "

30 "

25 "

5 mos.

s
$
?
s
$
s
$
$
5
s
s
s
-s

s
s
s
s
$
5
s
5
s
5
s
$
5
$
5
$
$
£
s
$
s
?
s
$
5
5
5
5
s
s
5
$.

s
$

150.00
50.00
35.00

15.00
50.00

200.00

200.00
175.00

100.00
70.00

.01
SO. 00

50.00

20.00

100.00

300.00

.01

100.00

25.00

75.00

75.00

50.00

30.00

250.00

'350.00

150.00
150.00

80.00

75.00

175.00
75.00

140.00
90.00

25.00

. 01

.01

.01

.01

200.00

50.00

475.00

175.00

150.00

125.00

100.00
350.00
200.00

Psggy Sorsey, sickly
Christopher Dorsey, tier child

Ua.ry Dorsey

David Dorsey " "

Henry Dorsey "

Edaond Ad Alson

Clem Ba-rnes, son ol Clem

John Andersoo

Lewis

32 yrs.
12 "

10 "

8 "

2 "

66 "

21 "

57 "

70 years

s

?
s
s
5
s
s
s

5
s

26

150.00
130.00

90.00

90.00

20.00

5.00

300.00

25.00

.01

,480.19

Additional slfl-ves or Negroes belong;:Ln£ ty the sa.id decea-sed OD

Doughora.gen Manor at the time of his death a.ud sticwa to xTae

appraJLecrs on said lla.nor on 1st April 1833

Adolphus (Be&ls son) 25 years of age S 400.00

Celest-ca. (child of Nancy) 12

Mary (child of N&ncy) 8
;Uoses Addison (Joe's son) nheelwright

James Cook (Harry's son)
Pa-ul Beat's son (bla.clcsmith)

Robert Uinskey (shoe ma-ker)

Rachel Hart

Rachel Hart was in lowa at the tiaie ol deceased's dea-th but
was on the lla.nor at the time ot the appralsement, a.nd shewo
to the appraisers 'on the 1st April 1833

20 yrs.

21 "
21 "

30 "

39 •'

s
s
s
s
s
s

120.00

80.00

500.00

500.00

500.00

550.00

25.00

2900.00

The following slaves belOQgriog to the decea-seii a.t the time of. his

death are. said to ha.ve resided la and were employed s-r the house

of Hicha.rd Caton ia the City of Ba-lto. or B.I the fa.rm called

Brooklnnd Tffood nea.r the city of Ba.lto. oa the 2ad Sept. 1825 and

shewn to the appraisers on the 15th &. 22od Apr. 1833.

eye)Vro. Cbliod ia ooe

Luke
Ricliard

Polly
Sarah, daughter ot Polly

Ka-ty .

Kelly

Ellen (graadcbnd of Old Bea^y) '25

Henry K&rt ( grandchild of Old"BeECc5?) 23
ViUiaiUn Toney's son Yt<-'"'2S*

Sally (Charleys daughter) 20

Kitty (Ben's d&ughter) 20

Ellen (.H&rry Hart's daugbter) 20

55

50
36

60
35
50

,^40

years ol

years

age 5

$
$
s

5
5
?
$
?
s
$

100.00.

250.00

200.00

40.00

200.00

80.00

250.00

250.00

300.00

300.00

200.00
$ 200.00

$ 250.00

2620.00
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Tbc -rcilloving; ncerocs were I.n the possession of CbBirlcs Harper on

tbo la-nr. cn.Xlcd "O^kla.nd" n.t tho time o^ the dcccs>.scd's dcn.ch n-nd

ShcyTs To the n.pprc.iGCr.s chc 22nct da.y Apr. 1833

Kccroo. Uo.ry Hol.liLnd

N(?E:t-oc, .ToKnph Addison

16 yca-rs OJT a.^e

1J1

5 200.00

S 200.00

s of ^ge

'17 years old

30 •'

1-1 "

12 "

25 "

7 "

55 "

30 "

2-J "

28 "

16 "

14 "

£
s
?
5

?
?
5
5
s

s

$
5
?

2&0.00

175.00

1GO.OO
160.00

120.00

300.00

90.00

260.00

290.00

330.00

200.00

200.00

250.00

The follr'winf; ncproc.s n.rc s.'tld tu ha.vc been on the fn.rm called

TToacwood ncn.r Vrhc city of Dnlco. nt the time of the dcccasecl's

dcn-tb n.n;i npprAlycri there on the 33rd day Apr. 1833 by clAj.mcd by

ChM-lc^ <'R.rroll;: nK liclon^tnf: to him (Tt)Ls Is CliAi-lQ.*: Cftrrol.t of

Hcitnr"TOO<t )

^Cproc lUlTt-Ty S^.cwa.r^ 37 yc^rs

?iGE::roc /iay Si.cn-n.rc, bis wife, sickly

Hcgroc SAlly SzcwArt

Aaa Buctmorc, her child

Lioday Buckmore, her child

Jfegroc 'R'cstlcy Stcwnri:

Cathcrlnr: Buctaiore, Sally's ch-tld

Tom FoIkes

RczLCkiah ffzillacc

Juacs Dorscy

Sarab Comas

Sn.rn.h Dranson

Samuel Castle

loveatory K ^ pa.ce 38

The followinc rieg-rocs or slnvcs ^^id to hs-vc been on Doughorn.gen

Uftoor n-t. the time of the decc'n.sad's death, o.nd to have belonged to

him n.c tbs time of hjls decGu.sc, but clftimed by Mrs. McTa-vish .T.S

her proparty npprxJLs^d on ^n.id mn.nor under protect on the 1st of

AI-T. IK33

'fflllia.a Jolcc blncksmith n.bout 36 yrs of K^C ? 600.00

CaroliDc Ilcyjiold?

Hclly Uartin

Paul AddisoD

Thomas Cook

The Xollo-.finp were cla.lroed by Mrs

Nancy Mio^key, wlte o^ Robert

Prudcoce, ber child

Moses Be&ver

K&ocy Ulnekcy

Jaj3cs Mlosiccy, her ch.Lld

^

28 "

63 "

50 "

13 "

Ton

32 "

5 "
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Sayers, Margery

From: Victor llenda <victorJlenda@venzon.net>

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 11:30 AM
To: CouncilMai!
Subject: Some Comments re CR107-2020

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Ladies and gentlemen of the Howard County Council,

I watched the work session on July 22, 2020 dealing with the Amendment for the DRRA and have these comments;

(1) If the development was completed in the 10 year original timeline, this amendment would not be needed; did the
developer "drag" his feet on purpose?;
(2) Alf of the conditions mandated by APFO were met in 2010 and testimony given by agencies such HCPSS, police, fire
department, etc.;
(3) Why a number of lots slated for Phase IV were placed at the end of Burnside is somewhat suspicious; no clear
explanation was given;
(4) The parcel of land deeded to Mr. Baruch, blocking Burnside, is described as forest conservation; I think that prevents a
roadway going through;
(5) Mr Oh implied other connection(s) possible via The Preserve, to the south of Burnside.

These are just some thoughts from listening to the work session.

VAIIenda
CRLCA, Inc.



Sayers, Margery

From: Rosemary Noble <roronoble@me.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:25 PM
To: CouncilMail
Subject: CR107-2020

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if you know the
sender.1

Council Members,

Please accept my appreciation for the targeted questions you posed during the work session yesterday. I just finished
listening and am in full agreement with the hard questions which need answers.

The community presentation to extend this DRRA was made in May 2019, over a year ago so why has it taken this long
to be presented to the county for approval? Mr. Oh seems to think not much has changed in the past 10 years and this

DRRA needs a stamp of approval. We all know a lot has changed: increased development resulting in congestion on
roads, schools and other community resources. Aiso/ we have learned the CarroiFs have failed to begin restoration of

buildings on the estate, a part of the DRRA.

I wrote last week to support the continued closure of Burnside Drive since we live Just a few houses away on Chateau
Ridge. Mr. Oh's comment he was not familiar with this area was stunning. Personally/1 am vested in the Chateau

Ridgelake Community where we have lived since 1989. However, the larger picture of this family dictating criteria for
the preservation of their privately owned historic property which remains closed to the public focuses solely on their

wishes/ omitting any mutual historic sharing.

Again, I thank you for the work you do daily.

Rosemary Noble
3719 Chateau Ridge Drive



James M. (Jack) Guameri
10224 Little Brick House Court

Eliicott City, MD 21042
Resident Council District 1

E-Mail: jackguarneri@gmail.com/Phone: (301)844-8930
Testimony for County Council for Juiy 20, 2020 on Council Resolution 107-2020

First Amendment to existing Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) by and between Camiiia Carroil and
Philip D. Carroli and Howard County, Maryland in accordance Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County Code

Bottom Line Up Front: Developers (Carroll family) are requesting a no fauit extension of the
period of performance of the DRRA and forgiveness for failure to meet their responsibilities. This

offers a unique opportunity for Council to modify an existing DRRA in light of changes that have
occurred in the 10 years since approval. CR107-20 needs to be tabled at this time until additional

assessments can be conducted and potential additional Amendment(s) identified to mitigate the
development impact on surrounding communities.

My Background/Expenence: I am a 30 year resident of Howard County. I am also a retired

Applied Mathematician and Operations Analyst with 40+ years experience in both the U.S. Navy
and Johns Hopkins University Applied Physics Laboratory. My specialty was in Cost Benefit
Analysis including developing requirements/ assessing aiternatives, and identifying unintended

consequences for Government Decision Makers. I am also a founding member and president of

Bicycling Advocates of Howard County and a member of Smarter Growth Alliance of Howard

County/ Howard County Community Association and Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association.

Background:

A DRRA (CR103-2010) was approved by County Council between the Carroll Family and
Howard County in July 2010. The purpose of the DRRAwasto preserve a portion of remaining

Doughoregan Manor property totaling over 700 acres. The County agreed to an installment

purchase of 500 acres as a permanent agricultural land preservation easement while granting

Carroli family ability to develop approximately 221 acres and approving a Public Service Area
that would allow approximately 325 homes to be built. Carro!! Family also agreed to donate
36 acres to Kiwanis-Wallis Park. In addition/ The Parties agreed that the use of certain funds

(approximately $2 Million to be received by the CarroHs pursuant to the anticipated
development of the Site) would be used to ensure funding for the restoration and ongoing

maintenance of the Manor House and historic outbuildings on the Property. A 10 year

expiration date (completion of al! construction) for the DRRA was approved.

• Article 7.1 of DRRA States: // the Carrolfs shall fail or refuse to perform Its obligations
as required, then after sixty (60) days from receipt of written notice provided to the
Carrolls by Howard County indicating the nature of the default and if the Carrolls have
not cured the default, the County may seek equitable relief to enforce the terms and

conditions of this Agreement either through a decree for specific performance or an

injunction, or declare this Agreement null and void and cease the issuance of building

permits and review of development plans.



What has changed since 2010:
1. Traffic: In the past 10 years the density of traffic on surrounding roads and intersections

has increased far beyond what the developer traffic study or Planning and Zoning

estimates were in 2010. The APFO requirements for traffic assessments are limited to the

nearest intersection (in this case Frederick Rd and Rt. 40 and Frederick Rd and
Marriottsvilie Rd). Since peak traffic is primarily headed to/from work locations and most
residents are/will be employed East (ex. Baltimore or Fort Meade) or South (ex. APL/ DC

and Montgomery County) the impact of additionai traffic on Rt. 40, Rt. 29 and Centennial

Lane is most significant. Traffic delays have greatly increased on ail these roads due to the

cumulative effects of development and are expected to worsen with new developments

being proposed.

2. Schools Zoning: Because of greatly increased fill in closer schools/ in 2019 the homes in

the development (Enclave at Westmount) were redistricted. Children of residents now are

being bussed to Triadeiphla Ridge ES/ Foliy Quarter MS/ and Glenelg HS which have
significant impact on traffic patterns during rush hour in the morning and school dismissal

hours in the afternoon

3. Surrounding Development: Development has Increased since 2010 in the surrounding

areas/ in particular Turf Va!ley/ and significant new development is in various stages of

approval All if this has contributed to traffic on aforementioned roads and fill in nearby
schools.

4. Historic Significance of Doughoregan: In the DRRAthe historic nature of the Manor

House was identified. Doughoregan Manor is a National Historic Landmark and the only

existing home of a signer of the Declaration of independence (Charles Carroli III) still
inhabited by their descendants. But Doughoregan was not a family farm it was one of the

largest Slave Plantations in Maryland and Charles Carroll owned over 1000 slaves during

his lifetime -300 to 400 at a time. The euphemistically referred to /outbuildlngs/ include

former slave quarters. The Manor (Plantation) House was buiit partially by slave labor in

1727 and rebuilt in its current configuration in 1836. Doughoregan was used to store

ammunition and supplies for Confederate forces, and Carro!! slaves were not freed until

after President Lincoln's 1864 Emancipation Proclamation.

Recommendations:

• Enforce existing provisions of 2010 DRRA.

• Require developers to conduct an updated traffic study.

• Consider additional Amendments to DRRA that would minimize impact of surrounding

existing residents whiie maintaining benefits of development.

o Vice a Burnside Road exit (specifically excluded in DRRA)/ which would do little
to alleviate traffic impact/ add an amendment to connect two existing

segments of Manor Lane by having Carrolls cede right-of-way to County. This

connection would allow some of traffic projected forWestmountto access

Columbia/ Clarksville and South via Rt. 108 and reduce existing and projected

loads on other roads identified.

o A Manor Lane exit could also a!low residents of the County to see the historic

slave plantation house and quarters and permit the County to install a marker

explaining the total historical significance of Doughoregan Manor.



Sayers, Margery

From: Victor iienda <victor.ilenda@verizon.net>

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 10:14 AM
To: CoundlMail
Subject: CR107-2020 Testimony in Favor of Amendment to DRRA

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know fche sender.]

I did not speak fast enough !ast night to get my 3 minute testimony En the allotted 2 minutes. Per the Counci! Chair's
suggestion } am following up with the foSiowing testimony.

My name is Victor llenda and I live at 3722 Chateau Ridge Drive Eliicott City

Chateau Ridge Drive runs parallel to the eastern boundary ofWestmount

1 have participated in numerous public county meetings as the transition took place for a portion of Doughoregan Manor to
include a 325 unit residential development and other components. This took place in the 2007 to 2010 time frame. Many
of us felt that the Erickson CCRC would be the idea! solution, but that did not materialize due to financial difficulties with
Erickson at the time. As plans for the residential deveiopment evolved, my primary concern was the potentia! increase in
vehicular traffic through our neighborhood, There were many other issues and concerns voiced by residents in my
community as wel! as those in ciose proximity to Doughoregan Manor.

During that time I, and many others in our community, had consistently petitioned the county to adhere to the existing CR
89-43 ciosing off Burnside Drive at its western terminus for connecting to what has become known as Westmount.

The DRRA which was signed on September 23, 2010 provided such assurance.

A subsequent grant by the Carroll family of a plot of land at the end of Burnslde Drive (known as the Burnside Open
Space Lot) to a member of our community further solidified our belief that Burnside Drive would remain closed.

At this time, and with assurances from the developer's legal representative that a!! aspects of the existing DRRA wi!t
remain in force, 1 am very much in favor of the petition to extend the duration of the DRRA for five more years.

My only concern is a smal! section of the overall plat for Westmount shown on the DPZ website. The arrangement
suggests that with a little adjustment, such as removal of building lot #161, a connection between Westmount Blvd and
Bumside Drive could be effected, assuming the previously noted measures are somehow overturned.

I am hopefu! that this is just a bit of paranoia on my part and that Westmount will be completed under the provisions
stated in the proposed Amendment to the DRRA. Therefore I fully support the proposed Amendment to extend the
duration of the existing DRRA by five years.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my views.



James M. (Jack) Guameri
10224 Little Brick House Court

EllicottCity/ MD 21042
Resident Council District 1

E-Mail: Jackguarneri@gmail.com/Phone: (301)844-8930
Testimony for County Council for July 20, 2020 on Council Resolution 107-2020

First Amendment to existing Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement (DRRA) by and between Camiiia Carro!! and
Philip D, Carroll and Howard County, Maryland in accordance Title 16, Subtitle 17 of the Howard County Code

Bottom Line Up Front: Developers (Carroll family) are requesting a no fault extension of the
period of performance of the DRRA and forgiveness for failure to meet their responsibilities. This

offers a unique opportunity for Council to modify an existing DRRA in light of changes that have
occurred in the 10 years since approval. CR107-20 needs to be tabled at this time until additional

assessments can be conducted and potential additional Amendment(s) identified to mitigate the

development impact on surrounding communities.

My Background/Experience: I am a 30 year resident of Howard County. I am also a retired

Applied Mathematician and Operations Analyst with 40+ years experience in both the U.S. Navy

and Johns Hopkins University Applied Physics Laboratory. My specialty was in Cost Benefit
Analysis including developing requirements/ assessing alternatives/ and identifying unintended

consequences for Government Decision Makers. I am also a founding member and president of

Bicycling Advocates of Howard County and a member of Smarter Growth Alliance of Howard

County, Howard County Community Association and Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association.

Background:
A DRRA (CR103-2010) was approved by County Council between the Carroli Family and
Howard County in July 2010. The purpose of the DRRAwasto preserve a portion of remaining

Doughoregan Manor property totaling over 700 acres. The County agreed to an instaiiment

purchase of 500 acres as a permanent agricultural iand preservation easement while granting

Carroil family ability to develop approximately 221 acres and approving a Public Service Area
that would allow approximately 325 homes to be built. Carroli Family also agreed to donate
36 acres to Kiwanis-Wailis Park. In addition/ The Parties agreed that the use of certain funds

(approximately $2 Million to be received by the Carrolis pursuant to the anticipated
deveiopment of the Site) would be used to ensure funding for the restoration and ongoing

maintenance of the Manor House and historic outbuildings on the Property. A 10 year

expiration date (completion of all construction) for the DRRA was approved.

• Article 7.1 of DRRA States^ If the Carrolls shafl fail or refuse to perform its obligations
as required, then after sixty (60) days from receipt of written notice provided to the
CarroHs by Howard County indicating the nature of the default and if the Carrolls have
not cured the default, the County may seek equitable relief to enforce the terms and
conditions of this Agreement either through a decree for specific performance or an

injunction, or declare this Agreement nuH and void and cease the issuance of building

permits and review of development plans.



What has changed since 2010:
1. Traffic; In the past 10 years the density of traffic on surrounding roads and intersections

has increased far beyond what the developer traffic study or Planning and Zoning

estimates were In 2010. The APFO requirements for traffic assessments are limited to the

nearest intersection (in this case Frederick Rd and Rt. 40 and Frederick Rd and

IVlamottsvilie Rd). Since peak traffic is primarily headed to/from work locations and most
residents are/wiH be employed East (ex. Baltimore or Fort Meade) or South (ex. APL, DC

and Montgomery County) the impact of additional traffic on Rt. 40, Rt. 29 and Centennial

Lane is most significant. Traffic delays have greatly increased on ati these roads due to the

cumulative effects of development and are expected to worsen with new developments

being proposed.

2. Schools Zoning: Because of greatly Increased fill in closer schools, in 2019 the homes in

the development (Enclave at Westmount) were redistricted. Children of residents now are

being bussed to Triadelphia Ridge ES/ Folly Quarter MS, and Gienelg HS which have
significant impact on traffic patterns during rush hour in the morning and school dismissal

hours in the afternoon

3. Surrounding Development: Development has increased since 2010 in the surrounding

areas, in particular Turf Valley/ and significant new development is in various stages of

approval. All if this has contributed to traffic on aforementioned roads and fit! in nearby

schools.

4. Historic Significance of Doughoregan: in the DRRA the historic nature of the Manor

House was identified. Doughoregan Manor is a National Historic Landmark and the only

existing home of a signer of the Declaration of Independence (Charles Carroll III) still
inhabited by their descendants. But Doughoregan was not a family farm it was one of the

largest Slave Plantations in Maryland and Charles Carroll owned over 1000 slaves during

his lifetime -300 to 400 at a time. The euphemisticaily referred to outbuildings include
former slave quarters. The Manor (Plantation) House was bui!t partially by slave labor in

1727 and rebuilt in its current configuration in 1836. Doughoregan was used to store

ammunition and supplies for Confederate forces/ and Carroli siaves were not freed until

after President Lincoln's 1864 Emancipation Proclamation.

Recommendations:

• Enforce existing provisions of 2010 DRRA.

• Require developers to conduct an updated traffic study.

• Consider additional Amendments to DRRA that would minimize impact of surrounding
existing residents while maintaining benefits of development.

o Vice a Burnside Road exit (specifically excluded in DRRA), which would do little
to alleviate traffic impact, add an amendment to connect two existing

segments of Manor Lane by having Carrolis cede right-of-way to County. This

connection would allow some of traffic projected for Westmount to access

Columbia/ Clarksville and South via Rt. 108 and reduce existing and projected

loads on other roads identified.

o A Manor Lane exit could also allow residents of the County to seethe historic

slave plantation house and quarters and permit the County to install a marker

explaining the total historical significance of Doughoregan Manor.



Sayers, Margery

From: Sang Oh <soh@talkin-oh.com>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 3:07 PM
To: Jung, Deb; CouncEIMail

Cc: Walsh, Elizabeth; Jones, Opel; Rigby, Christiana; Yungmann, David; Sidh, Sameer; Gowan,
Amy; Kuc, Gary; Victor lienda; tsbaruch@yahoo.coiD

Subject: CR 107-2020
Attachments: SKMBT_C36020072014550.pdf

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization, Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

DearMs.Jung:

Please find attached written testimony in support of Council Resolution 107-2020 on behalf of Camilla Carroil and Phiiip
D. Carroil, the Petitioners for the DRRA Amendment petition. As I am not able to attend tonight's public hearing/ please

let me know if I can provide any other information to the Council. Thank you.

Sang W. Oh
Talkin & Oh/ LIP
5100 Dorsey Hall Drive

Ellicott City, MD 21042
410-964-0300
410-964-2018 (f)



LAW OFFICES OP

TALKIN & OH, UP
COLUMBIA OFFICE

5100 DOKSEY HALL DRIVE
ELL1COTT CITY, MARYLAND 210^2-7870

(410)964-9300
001) $96.6500

Pax: (410) 964-2008

July 20,2020

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL (ori&inal will not follow)
The Honorable Deb Jung
Howard County Council
3430 Courthouse Drive
EUicottCity^MD 21043

RE: Council Resolution No. 107-2020

Dear Madame Chair:

Please accept this letter on behalf of Camilla Carroll and Philip D. Carroll, the Petitioners for the
proposed Amendment to the Development Rights and Responsibi titles dated September 23,2010 between
.Petitioners and Howard County, Maryland (the "Current DRRA").

As stated in the Petition for Amendment, the purpose for the proposed Amendment is lo extend
the term of the Current DRRA by a period of five (5) years. No other changes are being proposed to be
made to the Current DRRA.

As the Teclmical Staff Report to CR 107-2020 specifies on page 2, the Current DRJE^A is an
essential part of a multi-faceted solution that was provided for the permanent preservation of

Doughoregan Manor, the original home of Charles CairoU ofCan'olIton. The Doughoregan Manor estate
is the last property in America that Is still held by the original family since the Declaration of
Independence in 1776.

The multi-faceted solution for the preservation of Doughregan Manor included the following:

* CB 9-2010; a Planned Service Area boundary amendment to annex 221 acres of the
Doughoregan Manor estate into the public water and sewerage area.

* Execution of Comittment Letter for Land Preservation.

» The Current DRRA was then negotiated and drafted.

* The Planning Board issued its recommendation to the County Council supporting the
Current DRRA as being consistent with General Plan 2000.

• CB 32-2010; an Installment Purchase Agreemeuf for preserving 500 acres of
Doughoregan Manor.

• CJR 103-2010: Howard County Council authorized the County Executive to execute the
Current DRRA

• ZB Case No. 1098M: rezonmg 221.1 acres from RC to R-ED for 325 dwelling units



Del) Jung
July 20, 2020
Page 2

Current DRRA execution: Sept. 23,2010.

TIiese actions were discussed, debated and ultimately adopted unanimously the Howard County
Council and County Executive.

The ten year term of the Current DRRA has proven to be an insufficient amount of time in which
to allow Petitioners to obtain all necessary permits, including federal environmental permits. Extending
the Current DRJRA by 5 years should allow for the completion of the remaining phases of the subdivision.
Again, the extension of the term is the only change being set forth m this DRRA,

The notes of the presubmission meeting that was held prior to the submission of the proposed
ORRA extension will reveal the amount of discussion about this development and what development in
general has meant to the residents of this area ofEllicott City, Overcrowded schools, traffic; It was all
discussed. What was not specifically discussed at that meeting was that in 2010, the Petitioners in this
case and the owners ofDoughoregan Manor stated their need to develop the Property. Under their theti-
existing zoning ofRC-DEO, the nearly 600 acre area of land between Kiwanis-WaIIis Park and Fojly
Quarter Road was subject to development on well and septic [ots. To avoid tliat result, the Petitioners^ the
County and the community discussed, argued, fought and worked with each other to arrive at a better
solution. TJiat better solution is contained within the Current DRRA, which enables the permanent
preservation ofDoughoregan Manor and its surrounding property.

While th^ Cuirent DRRA was not approved by the current Howard County Council, it should be
evident that the solution that is the Current DRKA provides a delicate balance. The Petitioners have
committed to honoring that balance. For the past ten years, we have honored our commitment. We will
continue to honor our agreement and support CR 107-2020 as the proposed term extension wilt best
protect the rights of all involved while ensuring for the permanent protection ofDoughoregan Manor.

Please contact me if you have any questions or require additional information. Thank you,

Very truly yours»

Talkm&Oh,LLP

^ y _v^/- s-ss^^-^

By: Sang W. Oh

ec: The Honorable Liz Walsh, Vice-Chair, Howard County Council
The Honorable Opel Jones, Howard County Council.
The Honorable Christiana Mercer-Rigby> Howard County Counoit
The Honorable David Yungmann, Howard County Council
Sameer Sidh, Chief of Staff, Office of the Howard County Executive
Amy Gowan» Director, Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning
Gary Kuo, County Solicitor, Howard County Office of Law
Victor Uenda, President Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association
Theodore Baruch, Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association



Sayers, Margery

From: carla baruch <carlabaruch@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 11:20 AM
To: Sayers, Margery

Subject: Re: Registration approved for Web seminar: Legislative Public Hearing 7/20 7pm

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

! want to voice that i am in favor of the extension of the DRRAfor another 5 years.

Thank you/

Sent from Outlook

From: carla baruch

Sent: Monday/ July 20, 2020 11:03 AM

To: Margery Sayers <msayers@howardcountymd.gov>

Subject: Accepted: Registration approved for Web seminar: Legisiative Public Hearing 7/20 7pm
When: Monday, July 20, 2020 7:00 PM-11:00 PM.
Where:

https://howardcountymd.webex.com/howardcountymd/onstage/g.php?MTID=efc7ce7de3472bd4fe6395a9f374cc79f



Sayers, Margery

From: Victor ISenda <victor.ilenda@verizon.net>

Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 220 PM
To: CouncilMail

Cc: soh@talkin-oh.com; tmm@carneykelehan,com

Subject: CR107-2020 Input from CRLCA
Attachments: Input to HC Council re CR107-2020 for 7"20-2020.docx

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Ladies and Gentlemen of Howard County Council,

Attached are comments regarding County Resolution CR107-2020 from our community, Chateau Ridge Lake Community
Association (CRLCA). These reflect the majority sentiment from comments I personally received, i and several others plan
to testify as individuafs at the upcoming LegisSative Session scheduled for July 20. 2020.

Victor llenda, President
CRLCA, Inc.



Juiy 10, 2020

To: Howard County Counci!

Re: input for Consideration at the Scheduled July 20, 2020 Legislative Session on CR107-2020

Subject: Position of Chateau Ridge Lake Community Association (CRLCA) Regarding the Petition to

Amend the Development Rights and Responsibiiities Agreement (DRRA) Between Howard County and

Camilla Carroll and Philip D. Carroll

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Howard County Council:

By way of introduction/ CRLCA is an incorporated entity within Maryland, situated within CouncHmatic

District I/ with Corporate ID number D00390666. Membership is voluntary and consists of 193

households of which 91% are dues paying members.

Our community (CRLCA), as many others/ were notified last year (2019) that the developers of

Westmount were considering to submit a petition to amend the existing DRRA. The essence of the

petition was presented at a pre-submission public meeting En May 2019 at the MIHer Branch library. The

intent was to extend the term of the current DRRA by five (5) years from the current expiration date of

September 23, 2020. Furthermore/ the Amendment would not alter any other conditions of the existing

DRRA, including the retention of provisions ensuring closure to Westmount via Burnside Drive (a street

within CRLCA) as noted in Article II!/ Paragraph 3.1, and Subsection B.

CRLCA believes the objectives of the petition are reasonable and appropriate for completion of

Westmount. When this petition was presented to the Howard County Planning Board by the

Department of Planning and Zoning on July 2, 2020, the Board voted to recommend the measure 4-0.

CRLCA provided written input and verbal testimony in support of the petition at that meeting.

A resolution authorizing the execution of the Amendment is scheduled at an upcoming Council

legislative session (public hearing) on Ju!y 20, 2020 as CR107-2020. CRLCA fully supports the

Amendment petition and urges the CouncE! to approve CR107-2020. Hopefully your approval will enable

the Howard County Executive and the petitioners to execute Amendment #1 to the Doughoregan DRRA

prior to September 23, 2020. Thank you for your consideration.

Victor A. Nenda, President

CRLCA, Inc.

3722 Chateau Ridge Drive

Ellicott City, MD 21042



Sayers, Margery

From: ALBERT TANEYHILL <ALTANEY@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 10:31 AM
To: CounciiMai!
Cc: Vie llenda
Subject: CR107-2020

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if
you know the sender.]

Good Morning

I'm writing in support of CR107-2020. This will ensure the continued closure of Bumside Dr.

We've lived at 10225 Burnside Dr since 1978. When we moved to Howard County 42 years ago, we found and

ideal community to raise our family. Burnside Dr has always been dosed to thru traffic.

If it is allowed to be opened/ it will cause a myriad of problems; the foremost of which is safety.

Thanks for your support of this resolution.

Albert Taneyhili
10225 BurnsideDr
ENicottdty/Md 21042


