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This complaint amounts to it is nine years,
two months and 22 days late as of today's date, and let
me explain what I mean by that. In 2012, there was CB-
55 of 2012 that was the mechanism to place Question A
on the ballot. The phraseology of the question was in
CB-56, which I submitted to the Court in my list of
exhibits.

In that bill, when it made it to the ballot
it was certified. 1In order for it to make it to the --

fHE COURT: Hang on. Let's do this also, I
guess.

Did you, Mr. Sawyer, did you get County's
exhibits?

MR. SAWYER: Yes, Your Honor. I did.

THE COURT: Do you have any objection to the
Court receiving any of those exhibits?

MR. SAWYER: As far as them being --

THE COURT: For me to consider them.

MR. SAWYER: Your Honor, yes. That would
have --

THE COURT: Because he's referencing
something, CB-56.

MR. SAWYER: Yes. As far as the statutory,
the statutes, Your Honor, I would have no objection to

that. I believe there were some political campaign

26
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notices or something like that. I intend to object to
those.

THE COURT: Those, I guess, the political
campaign stuff, is that necessary for your argument,
Mr. Kumar?

MR. KUMAR: No. I was just going to -- if we
were doing the TRO, I was going to use that to rebut
the affidavit of Mr. Thurston. But I'm not -- I don't
need that anymore.

THE COURT: Okay. So for the statutory
preservations, those exhibits will be admitted. What
numbers are those?

MR. KUMAR: Your Honor, on the exhibit list
they're not listed by number but by page number. I
consolidated all the exhibits and they have a table of
contents.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. KUMAR: And they're titled by statutory
numbers. So I would agree for purposes of this hearing
I will not use the exhibit that starts on page 32 and
the exhibit that starts on page 34 because those are
the two things regarding the affidavit from Mr.
Thurston. I don't need those for purposes of where we
are today.

THE COURT: Right. With those being out of
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what that means is that the County Council -- because
that amendment went in to do exactly what is a dispute
here.

Mr. Sawyer argues as the Court rightfully
pointed out, which is a very interesting paragraph in
his papers -- it's on page 7 of his memorandum, the
full second paragraph -- he says the word "resolution"
only applies to the law adopting the commission's plan,
which goes to what the Court observed just now, which
is he is agreeing that a law can be done by a
resolution. Then he is saying, no, for purposes of my
complaint, it can't be a resolution. And the reason
for that is they don't want the -- they don't like the
plan that the County passed. They want the
commission's plan.

So for their purposes, a resolution is a law
so long as it's the commission's plan. But it is not a
law if it's the council's plan. So my argument with
regard to the legal question is that the charter, and
it says so in Section 1014 which is on page 20 of the
exhibit of statutory parts that the charter, shall be
liberally construed to that end; therefore, when you
look at the charter, you look at all the provisions.
Clearly, Section 317 predated the charter amendment

language that caused that last sentence in 305 to
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The second part is if you look at the last
paragraph of CR-123, Your Honor, it states, and which
goes to this complaint with the remedy they're asking
for, it says that -- this is Section 3 of the resolve
clause —-- that the Clerk of the Council is hereby
directed to transmit a certified copy of the plan to
the Board of Elections on the day of adoption. That
occurred.

We, meaning the council, doesn't have this
plan anymore for implementation. Implementation is
done through the Board of Elections and that is
Election Article Section 2201. And it says there's a
County Board of Elections in each county, which we
know; each local board and its staff is subject to the
direction and authority of the State Board and is
accountable to the State Board for all actions
regarding the implementation of the requirements of
this Article.

The Board of Election implements the plan,

meaning that they --

THE COURT: Well, I mean that just means that

if someone goes to run for office, the Board has to

follow what the plan says with respect to what district

that person would be in. Not that they are responsible

for —-—
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I don't know who you are, sir. We have
Marian. But don't make any gestures. All right.

That doesn't mean that they created it.

MR. KUMAR: No, no, no.

THE COURT: The issue here is the creation of
the plan and whether that followed the County charter.

MR. KUMAR: No. I'm not disputing that.

What I'm saying is that the relief that is being sought
is to enjoin the County from implementing the plan.
I'm not disputing that we created the plan.

THE COURT: Well, isn't the relief sought
that the original, the commission's plan be the plan
that is effective?

MR. KUMAR: What they're asking is to
invalidate CR-123 because it was not done by a bill.
The act of the council, they're saying, needed to be
done by a bill.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. KUMAR: That's the -- and if the Court,
they're saying that if the Court agrees that it had to
be done by a bill then you -- invalidates your 123, and
they're saying that you go back to the commission's
plan. So —--

THE COURT: Because the time has passed for

the council to do something different.

38
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questioning the language. That language.

If we -— I'm calling it CB-55. If we want to
isolate it as the amending language or however we want
to characterize it or name it, it's the name that --

THE COURT: Okay. You're challenging the
language in the charter.

MR. SAWYER: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. KUMAR: Which 1s Question A.

THE COURT: Alternatively.

MR. KUMAR: Yeah, but which is Question A.
And I'm saying to the Court and Counsel that when you
look at the provision that is in the Election Article
that authorizes how you challenge a ballot question,
what this Court would be doing it would be usurping the
ratification of the -- because, remember, the language,
the last sentence in 305 is precisely Question A, the
ballot question. He's saying with no uncertain terms,
I am challenging that language.

MR. SAWYER: Your Honor, I'm not challenging
it as a ballot question though. Counsel keeps trying
to characterize it as a challenge to a ballot question.
I am not characterizing it as a ballot question. I'm
challenging that language and that language alone.

THE COURT: I understand.
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State law if it may aid in executing and enforcing any
power in this title, which is the Express Power Act, or
may aid in maintaining the peace, good government,
health and welfare of the county." There's a section
(b) with limitations in the express powers but that's
with State law.

So I would submit that that section along
with the charter provisions and the Express Power Act
authority that the County has that that is consistent
with the word "resolution" to adopt a redistricting
plan by the County Council.

THE COURT: Okay. Now I have a question.
You said that --

MR. KUMAR: Yes.

THE COURT: Where was that that you said a
resolution?

MR. KUMAR: It's in the Express Powers Act
Section 10-206. It says, "Additional Legislative
Powers," and it --

MR. SAWYER: Exhibit 26, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I'm sorry.

MR. SAWYER: Exhibit 26 of his exhibit
package.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. KUMAR: 1It's page, yeah, Exhibit 26.
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And that provision is Mr. Sawyer and I both
agree that the Express Powers Act is what gives us the
authority as a charter sort of our powers. The reason
I wanted the Court to be aware of that section is
because as I was indicating in my opening arguments
that the word "resolution" is used throughout the
charter and used throughout the -- not for in every
provision, obviously, but in the Express Powers Act to
authorize the council to execute its legislative
powers.

THE COURT: I guess that -- but does, 1is
there anything in there that says it's a substitute for
the term bill or law?

MR. KUMAR: Well, the word "resolution" as
the word resolution is used here in this additional
powers to execute a law. That's what it's saying.

MR. SAWYER: Your Honor, I would --

MR. KUMAR: (Indiscernible 3:04:05) .

THE COURT: Hang on, hang on. Right. But to
execute a law, there has to be a law.

MR. KUMAR: Huh?

THE COURT: To execute a law, there has to be
a law.

MR. KUMAR: Right. And our charter defines a

resolution having the effect of law. Case law has
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question any charter provision under Counsel's
argument. Essentially, they are all ballot questions
in some ways.

So if by nothing else because them not being
subject to referendum one could make that case.

THE COURT: It's invalid if I determine that
it means it's a law.

MR. SAWYER: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. SAWYER: And I would also say that this

provision, although it is ten years old, has never been

tested. This has never been tested. So this portion,
whether it -- and I would proffer for the Court that
previously things had been done by a bill and any
change had been done by a bill with subject to the
County Executive's veto. So to Counsel's point, this
has never been tested. This may be ten years old but
it's never been tested, so this is the first time this
is being tested.

THE COURT: Well, right. This is the first
election after the change.

MR. SAWYER: That's correct, Your Honor.
Thank you. Sometimes I get out of myself with my
articulation, but thank you, Your Honor.

If the Court allows somehow a law to be a

53
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THE COURT: I'm not confused, you know, no.
I'm not confused. I see this as, I guess, more —-- I
see this more simply than you in terms of addressing it
in an alternative fashion. That's just how I see it.

MR. SAWYER: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor.
Thank you. Thank you. And I appreciate that.

So I would just, again there is no path for a
resolution to become a law. And again, if it does, if
the Court sees that there is a path for a resolution to
be a law that resolution or that law that it becomes 1is
only talking about the commission's plan and report
becoming "law."

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

MR. SAWYER: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. So this matter is
before the Court on the Plaintiff's complaint for
preliminary injunction, permanent injunction,
declaratory relief, declaratory and injunctive relief
and for a writ of mandamus. The Plaintiffs are Robert
Thurston, Stephanie Stullich, John Perkins and Stanley
Holmes. There are no disputes of fact for the purposes
of this proceeding and the Court's ruling. There's no
issue of standing regarding the Plaintiffs. The Court
adopts and incorporates by reference the facts as

alleged in the complaint regarding the council's
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actions. And the statutes charter, they're self-
evident as legal documents.

So the issue as this Court sees it is whether
the Council Resolution CR-123-2021 is effective. That
is, did it lawfully amend the redistricting plan
adopted by the County's commission on redistricting
that was presented to the council on September 21st,
2021 in accordance with County Charter Article 3
Section 305.

So we know that every ten years a charter
commission is established for the purposes of
redistricting in the county. It's no different and
this has been since 1982, and it's been every ten years
since that time, the group that's supposed to present
to the council by September the 1st any plan that they
come up with, which was done in this case.

Now after the plan was presented to the
council, what happened is the council amended the plan.
They changed the plan and presented their own plan and
then that plan was adopted by Council Resolution 123-
2021. And the Plaintiffs' complaint is, one, that they
can't do it by resolution if, in fact, Charter Section
305 is to be read that the council's new law is being
done by a resolution here, which seems to be -- and you

can correct me if I'm wrong, Mr. Kumar -- is the

App 118



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

58
County's position that the new law has been adopted by
resolution and that's CR-123-2021, correct?

MR. KUMAR: Yes, the council's redistricting
plan was adopted through CR-123.

THE COURT: The resolution.

MR. KUMAR: Yes.

THE COURT: All right. So -- and I think
that's the issue. So the issue as this Court sees it
is how is this statute to be read. And I'm going to
read certain portions of Charter Section 305, but
before I do that I do think I need to address, you
know, certain statutory provisions.

The charter defines the word "bill" to mean
any measure introduced in the council for legislative
action, and it defines as any bill enacted in a manner
and form provided in this charter. And there's Charter
Section 317 which says all laws shall be enacted by a
bill. And then there's a council resolution which has
a meaning as a measure adopted by the council having
the force and effect of a law but of a temporary or
administrative character. And I think that of
administrative character is important to determining
what Section 305 means.

Now I don't know what was intended and I

don't think the legislative history does in terms of
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commission's plan, which was submitted and which was
not changed by a law, by any other law, became
effective on the last day of November as an act of the
council. Therefore, it is the districts as they are
proposed in the commission's plan that are effective as
opposed to the plan submitted by the council.

So that is the Court's decision. The council
must submit to the Board of Elections the commission's
plan as the redistricting plan for Prince George's
County that establish the districts for the election
that is to occur between now and 2032.

All right?

MR. SAWYER: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you all very much. The
Court will issue an order to that effect.

MR. SAWYER: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. KUMAR: Thank you.

MR. SAWYER: May we be excused, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Thank you. Yes, you may.

MR. SAWYER: Thank you.

(At 3:21:06 p.m., proceedings concluded.)
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ROBERTE THURSTON JR., et al. . A . _
TS - Plaintiffs . : C T e R

Ahgae T CAL22 01728

CE GEORGE’S COUNTY MD _
Defendant R L BT e, s s gt nlinid

% _"._q«ﬂ‘(\.rr

PR SN

. ORDEROF COURT AND DECLARATORY JUDGMENT .

15 The abo‘yefeaptioned carne before the court for heari‘hg on January 28, 2022, on

' A Plaintiffe’ rnotion for temporary 'restrain-ing order and preliminary.inj_unction.to enjoin PrmceL
‘George s, County Maryland (“County”) from applymg a redlstrrctmg map. Because the
operatwe facts are. not m drspute and’ the issue to be decrded Is- strrctly a questron of. law the

"’;J

"co'urt advanced.and consolidated the hearing with a trial on the. r‘nerits. The court adopts and
mcorporates by reference the undrsputed facts in the Plamtrffs verrﬂed complamt to the extent
that they descrrbe the process by whrch the commrssron on redrstnctmg s plan was. submttted to

&

the County Councrl (“Council”) and the Councrl s actions in response leadmg up to and
1ncludrng the passage of CR-123 -2021.

Accordingly, for the reasons stated on the record it is this“3 st day of January, 2022, by
the Circuit Court for Prince George s County, Maryland | |
_ .. _ DECLARED that County Charter § 317 prohrbrts the Councrl from enactmg any law
. encept by brll” and 1t is further

DECLARED that pursuant to Charter§ 305, the only manner by whrch the Council can

change the redistricting plan submitted by the commission on red1strrctmg (“Commission”) is by

passing a law; and it is further




St

B DECLARED that under the County’s Charter, a resolutlon whlle havmg the effect of

law 1s not a substxtute for a law; and it is further

LI TORRI
o BEES

. DECLARED that the passage of CR-123-2021 is not effective to'the entent its intent is

to serve.as a “law changmg the [Commlssmn s plan]”; and it is further 5 3

~ R ORI
Le Dot nialy

, DECLARED that since no other law has been passed changmg the Commtssxon s plan
submttted to the Coun(:ll on September 1, 2021, the Commlss1on s plan became law on

November 30 2021 and 1t 18 ‘

ORDERED that Prmce George’s County, Maryland and/or the Prmce George County
Councxlts Ren_nanently enjotned from acting upon, 1mplernentlng, or otherw1se presentmg the
tedistrleting plan in CR-125-2021 to any entity charged with acting’ upon or:ir‘npl;en'_tenting the
County’s rec.l_lsfttieting planj and it is further - .

ORDEREDthat Pr.ince‘ Gearge’s County, Maryland, and/or'-l the Prince Ge_orge’s County
Council shall immediately withdraw the redistricting plan in CR-]23-2021 and submit the

Commission’s plan to all entities charged with acting upon or implementing the County’s

redistricting plan; and tt is furthier fient

ORDERED that the County and/or the Council shall tmmedlately cease and de51st any

: publtcatlon of the redtstrtctmg plan in CR-123- 2021 or otherw1se w1thdraw the plan in CR-123-

2021 from pubhc view.to the extent practleable and within 1ts control; and it:is furt_h_er
ORDERED that any relief not granted herein is DENIED; and it is.further . - .

ORDERED that this case is CLOSED STATISTICALLY:

%@L{

Wllha A. Snoddy
Judge, Circuit Court for Prince George s County, Maryland-*

2




ATTACHMENT B
TRANSCRIPT ORDER FORM

App 131



App 132



App 133



E-FILED

Court of Special Appeals
Gregory Hilton

2/3/2022 9:26 AM

Court of Special Appeals

Robert C. Murphy Courts of Appeal Building
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401-1699

(410)260-1450 WASHINGTON AREA 1-888-200-7444

GREGORY HILTON,
CLERK

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY v. Robert E. Thurston, et al
Case Number: CSA-REG-1865-2021

Circuit Court Number: CAL2201728

Date: 2/3/2022

Dear Counsel and Parties:

The above-captioned case has been appealed to the Court of Special Appeals and has been
assigned case number CSA-REG-1865-2021 in this Court. This is an MDEC case and counsel are
reminded that they are required to e-file all papers, including the Civil Appeal Information Report
(Rule 8-205), with this Court. Md. Rule 20-102(b). E-filing is not mandatory if you do not have
a lawyer.

The Appellant must file a Civil Appeal Information Report within ten (10) days of the filing
of the notice of appeal. You will receive a briefing notice after the record has been transmitted by
the Circuit Court or Orphan’s Court.

i At

Gregory Hilton, Clerk
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Suzanne C. Johnson,
Clerk of Court

PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY * IN THE
% COURT OF APPEALS
* OF MARYLAND

V. % Petition Docket No. 405
September Term, 2021

(No. 1865, Sept. Term, 2021
. Court of Special Appeals)

n (No. CAL22-01728, Circuit Court
ROBERT E. THURSTON, et al. for Prince George’s County)

ORDER
Upon consideration of the petition for a writ of certiorari to the Court of
Special Appeals, the answer filed thereto, the Emergency Motion for Expedited
Consideration and Relief of the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari, and the response to the

motion, in the above-captioned case, it is this 11% day of February, 2022

ORDERED, by the Court of Appeals of Maryland, that the petition be, and it
is hereby, GRANTED, and a writ of certiorari to the Court of Special Appeals shall issue;

and it is further

ORDERED, that said case shall be transferred to the regular docket as No.

63, September Term, 2021 (COA-REG-0063-2021); and it is further

ORDERED, that the Emergency Motion for Expedited Consideration and
Relief of the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari be, and it is hereby, GRANTED IN PART and

DENIED IN PART; and it is further
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PRINCE GEORGES
COUNTY

Kok ko

THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT {¥T)

]

1986 +1967
OFFICE OF LAW
Room 5121, County Administration Building
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772
(301) 952-4190
Fax: (301) 952-3071
"Océ o
August 19, 2002 Zm N
oz & =D
af 2 3T
Ms. Robin Downs ae o =
Administrator af o ¥
Prince George's County Board of Elections Pe =
14701 Governor Oden Bowie Drive &% £
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772 &

Dear Ms. Downs:

Pursuant to Article 33, Qection 7-103 (c)(3) of the Maryland Annotated Code, 1 am

transmitting the enclosed local ballot questions prepared by my office for the November 5, 2002
General Election.

Please do not hesitate to contact me, should you have any questions or need additional

information.
Sincerely,
Leonard L. Lucchi
County Attorney
Enclosure

cc: Redis C. Floyd

County Administration Ruilding — Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772
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COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND

2002 Legislative Session

DR-1

Bill No. CB-69-2002

Chapter No. 48

Proposed and Presented by Council Member Shapiro

Introduced by Council Members Shapiro, Scott, Wilson, Bailey and Dernoga

Co-Sponsors

Date of Introduction July 9, 2002

CHARTER AMENDMENT
AN ACT concerning

Sections 305, 307, and 309, Charter of Prince George's County

For the purpose of proposing amendments to Sections 305, 307, and 309, of the Charter of Prince

George's County to amend the provisions relating to the procedure for reestablishing the

boundaries of Council districts; to amend the provisions pertaining to the filling of a vacancy in

the office of Council member; and to make style and conforming amendments.
BY proposing amendments to:

Sections 305, 307, and 309,

Charter of Prince George's County, Maryland.

SECTION 1. BE IT ENACTED by the County Council of Prince George's County,
Maryland, that the following amendments to Sections 305, 307, and 309, Charter of Prince

George's County, Maryland, are hereby proposed:
Section 305. Redistricting Procedure.

The boundaries of Council districts shall be reestablished in 1982 and every tenth year

thereafter. Whenever district boundaries are to be reestablished the Council shall appoint, not

later than [February 15] February 1 of the year prior to the year in which redistricting is to be

effective, a commission on redistricting, composed of two members from each political party

chosen from a list of five names submitted by the Central Committee of each political party

which polled at least fifteen percent of the total vote cast for all candidates for the Council in the

immediately preceding regular election. The Council shall appoint one additional member of the

Commission[. The Commission shall, at its first meeting, select one of its members to] who
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CB-69-2002 (DR-1)

SECTION 2. BE IT FURTHER ENACTED that a copy of this Act be transmitted to the
County Executive for publication and that a copy also be transmitted to the Board of Supervisors
of Elections for submission of the proposed amendment to the voters of this County at the 2002
General Election pursuant to Section 1105 of the Charter.

SECTION 3. BE IT FURTHER ENACTED that the question of adoption of this proposed
Charter Amendment shall be submitted to the voters of the County at the General Election

occurring on November 5, 2002, and shall be placed on the ballot in the following form:

PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
To amend the provisions relating to the procedure for reestablishing the boundaries of
Council districts; to amend the provisions pertaining to the filling of a vacancy in the

office of Council member; and to make style and conforming amendments.

Adopted this 30th day of July, 2002, by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the members of
the full County Council.

COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE
GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND

o D A

Pe'ter A. Shapiro
Chair

ATTEST:

%m“é %Y’L'

Redis C. Floyd
Clerk of the Council

KEY:

Underscoring indicates language added to existing law.

[Brackets] indicate language deleted from existing law.

Asterisks *** indicate intervening existing Code provisions that remain unchanged.

CB-69-2002 WAS APPROVED AT REFERENDUM ON 11/5/2002
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CB-70-2002 (DR-1)

Section 307B. Removal from Office.

A Council member may be removed from office by the affirmative vote of not less than
two-thirds of the members of the full Council after a public hearing and only upon a finding that
he is unable by reason of physical or mental disability to perform the duties of his office. The
decision of the Council may be appealed by the Council member within ten days to the Circuit
Court by petition. Upon filing of a petition, the Court may stay the removal pending its decision.

Upon appeal. the Court shall make de novo determinations of fact.
Section 308. Compensation.

[Councilmen shall receive compensation of not less than Forty Thousand Dollars
(840,000.00) per annum.] The compensation of [Councilmen] Council members may be
changed by an affirmative vote of not less than two-thirds of the members of the Council. Not
later than December 15 of the last year of each term, a compensation review board shall be
appointed by the Council and the County Executive to study the rate of current compensation for
Council members and the County Executive and make a recommendation regarding the amount
of compensation. The board shall issue its recommendation not later than the following
February 15. The Council may, within ninety days of the receipt of the compensation review
board’s recommendation. amend the recommendation by a vote of not less than two—thirds of the
full Council, otherwise the recommendation shall stand approved. Any increase or decrease in
compensation which becomes law during one term of office shall not become effective before
the next term.

Section 317. Enactment of Legislation.

Every law of the County shall be styled: "Be it enacted by the County Council of Prince
George's County, Maryland." The Council shall enact no law except by bill. The subject of
every law shall be described in its title. Every law enacted by the Council, except the budget law
and supplementary appropriation laws, shall embrace but one subject. No law or section of law
shall be revived or amended by reference to its title only. A bill may be introduced by any
member of the Council on any legislative session-day of the Council. On the introduction of any
bill, a copy thereof and notice of the time and place of the hearing on the bill shall be posted by
the Clerk of the Council within five days on an official bulletin board to be set up by the Council

in a public place and by any other such methods as the Council shall dictate. Additional copies

of the bill shall be made available to the public and to the press. Every copy of each bill shall
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CB-70-2002 (DR-1)

Section 907. Powers and Duties of the Personnel Board.

The Personnel Board shall have the power and the duty: (1) to recommend to the Council
rules and regulations which shall have the force of law upon adoption by the Council; (2) [to
approve and disapprove agreements for the joint administration of examinations and the use of
eligibility lists concluded by the Personnel Officer with other public personnel offices or
departments; (3)] to hear appeals from employees in the classified service [or appeals by any
person who has taken or sought to take an examination] concerning any action of the Personnel
Officer or the appointing authority of the employee, except that the Personnel Board shall not
grant relief to employees covered by a collective bargaining agreement authorized by Section
908 of this Charter where that collective bargaining agreement contains a procedure which can
provide a remedy to the employee. After a hearing, which shall be public if so requested by the
aggrieved employee, the Personnel Board may issue such order as it finds proper by the facts
presented in the case. All data pertinent to the decision shall be subject to the scrutiny of the
aggrieved party or his attorney; [(4)] (3) to hear and decide for the County appeals from
employees concerning any action pertaining to the methods of examination, certification, or
preparation of eligibility lists for appointment or promotion; [(5)] (4) to advise and consult, as
appropriate, with County officials on matters concerning the administration of the County career
service and personnel rules and regulations and to report to the County Executive and the
Council on the operation of the personnel system; and [(6)] (5) to carry out such other functions
as may be assigned by law. In case of any appeal to the Personnel Board, its decision shall be
final on all parties concerned and may not be appealed to any other administrative board. Any
person aggrieved by a final decision of the Personnel Board may, within thirty calendar days,
appeal a decision to the Circuit Court of Prince George's County. Such appeal shall be limited to
errors of jurisdiction, errors of law, and clear abuse of discretion by the Personnel Board.

Section 1012. Subpoena Power.

The Council shall have the power to administer oaths, to compel the attendance of
witnesses, and to require the production of records and other materials in connection with any
investigation, inquiry, or hearing authorized by law or by this Charter. The Council may
delegate its powers recited herein.

SECTION 2. BE IT FURTHER ENACTED that the amendment to Section 902 to include

deputy directors of offices and departments of the Executive Branch in the exempt service shall
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not apply to incumbents who are in those positions on the effective date of this amendment.
SECTION 3 BE IT FURTHER ENACTED that a copy of this Act be transmitted to the
County Executive for publication and that a copy also be transmitted to the Board of Supervisors
of Elections for submission of the proposed amendment to the voters of this County at the 2002
General Election pursuant to Section 1105 of the Charter.
SECTION 4 BE IT FURTHER ENACTED that the question of adoption of this proposed
Charter Amendment shall be submitted to the voters of the County at the General Election

occurring on November 5, 2002, and shall be placed on the ballot in the following form:

PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
To provide for the removal of a Council member under certain circumstances; to provide
for the establishment of a compensation review board to recommend the rate of
compensation for the County Executive and Council members; to modify certain
procedures relating to the enactment of legislation; to amend the procedure for the removal
of certain appointed officials; to modify the allocation of positions between the exempt and
classified service; to remove specific references regarding the Office of Personnel; to
amend the jurisdiction of the Personnel Board; and to provide for the delegation of the

Council's subpoena power.
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Adopted this 30th day of July, 2002, by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the members of
the full County Council.

COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE
GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND

RECh.

Peter A. Shapiro
Chair

ATTEST:

%”‘*‘ 1 %‘*7&

Redis C. Floyd
Clerk of the Council

KEY:

Underscoring indicates language added to existing law.

[Brackets] indicate language deleted from existing law.

Asterisks *** indicate intervening existing Code provisions that remain unchanged.

CB-70-2002 WAS APPROVED AT REFERENDUM ON 11/5/2002
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E-FILED

Court of Appeals
Suzanne C. Johnson,
Clerk of Court
2/18/2022 8:21 PM
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QUESTION D
(CB-60-2006)
PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
COUNTY AUDITOR - INCREASED POWERS
To increase the powers of the County Auditor to perform investigations; and to

provide protection to County employees for providing information to the County Auditor
during an investigation.
FOR
AGAINST

QUESTION E
(CB-59-2006)
PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
ENACTMENT OF LEGISLATION - EXTENSION OF TIME
To amend the prescribed scheduling and notice periods for legislation by the Clerk

of the Council; to amend the time for presentation of enacted bills to the County
Executive; and to authorize amendments to the County legislative process during an
emergency declared by the Governor for matters relating to and responsive to the
Emergency.
FOR
AGAINST

QUESTION F
(CB-74-2006)
PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
COUNTY COUNCIL - REQUIRED LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL OF
CERTAIN CONTRACTS
To provide an approval process for the making of certain contracts providing for the
payment of funds at a time beyond the fiscal year in which the contract is made.
FOR
AGAINST
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QUESTION J
(CB-49-2006)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not

exceeding $62,327,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Public Works and Transportation Facilities (including roads and bridges,
parking lots, and maintenance facilities), as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST

QUESTION K
(CB-51-2006)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not

exceeding $9,259,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Public Safety Facilities (including Fire Department Facilities), as defined
therein.
FOR
AGAINST
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QUESTION LL
(CB-52-2006)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
COUNTY BUILDINGS BONDS

An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $15,600,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of County Buildings, as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST

QUESTION M
(CB-53-2006)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
COMMUNITY COLLEGE FACILITIES BONDS

An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $15,499,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Community College Facilities, as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST
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Adopted this 18th day of July, 2006, by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the members of
the full County Council.

COUNTY COUNCIL OF PRINCE
GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND

BY: M
homas E. Be#oga /

Chairman
ATTEST:
Sﬂ{ £ T oyt
Redis C. Floyd [
Clerk of the Council
KEY:

Underscoring indicates language added to existing law.
[Brackets] indicate language deleted from existing law.
Asterisks *** indicate intervening existing Code provisions that remain unchanged.
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THE PRINCE GEORGE'S
COUNTY GOVERNMENT

m
Q
4
—
=4
R

Moyd, Clerk DATE: August 21, 2008

TO: Craig Price, Council Administrator
cc: Robert Williams, Deputy Administrator
Karen Zavakos, Legislative Officer

DATE OUT ‘ INITIALS
Ralph Grutzmacher, Legislative Officer

RE: 2008 General Election

[ ] Per Our Conversation
[] For Your Information
For Your Comments

-lj Please Reply
[] Set-up Meeting with
for

[] Please Note & Return

] Please Supply More Details
[] Per Your Request

[] Please Prepare Reply for

] For Your Approval
[ For Your Signature
[] For Your Calendar
[ ] For Appropriate Action’

[ ] For Your Files Signature of

[ ] Please Handle [ See Me

Please Advise [] Xerox & Distribute to

[] Agenda Item [ ] Mail Log Item

1 Schedule For Committee _D_ Note Changes & Re-draft

REMARKS Attached for your information and convenience is copy
of a letter from the County Attorney to the Election Board
Administrator regarding placement of local ballot questions for
the November 4, 2008 General Election.

Attachment
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THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT
OFFICE OF LAW

Jack B, Johnson Stephanie P. Anderson
County Exccutive County Attorncy

August 12, 2008

Ms. Alisha L. Alexander

Elections Administrator

Prince George’s County Board of Elections
16201 Trade Zone Avenue, Suite 108
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20774

Dear Ms. Alexander:

Pursuant to Section 7-103 of the Election Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland, I am transmitting the enclosed local ballot questions for the November 4, 2008
General Election, which this office has prepared and certified.

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

Sincerely,

County Attorney

Enclosure

]%c: Redis C. Floyd, Clerk of the Council

14741 Gov. Oden Bowie Drive, Suite 5121, Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772
(301) 952-5225 FAX (301) 952-3071
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QUESTION A
(CB-34-2008)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
LIBRARY FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $9,155,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Library Facilities, as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST
QUESTION B
(CB-35-2008)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $38,134,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation

or repair of Public Safety Facilities (including Fire Department Facilities), as defined

therein.
FOR
AGAINST
QUESTION C ’
(CB-36-2008)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
COUNTY BUILDINGS BONDS

An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $112,596,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of County Buildings, as defined therein.

FOR
AGAINST
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QUESTION D
(CB-37-2008)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $153,224,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Public Works and Transportation Facilities (including roads and bridges,
parking lots, and maintenance facilities), as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST
QUESTION E
(CB-38-2008)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
COMMUNITY COLLEGE FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not
exceeding $48,731,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension,
acquisition, improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation
or repair of Community College Facilities, as defined therein.
FOR
AGAINST
QUESTION F
(CB-12-2007)
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE SALES AND USE TAX
An Act to increase the sales and use tax on gross receipts from
telecommunications service within Prince George’s County from 8 percent to 11 percent
to increase funding available to the Prince George’s County Board of Education.
FOR
AGAINST
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QUESTION A
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-44-2014)
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not exceeding
$240,839,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension, acquisition,
improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation or repair of Public Safety

Facilities (including Fire/EMS Department Facilities), as defined therein.

FOR THE CHARTER REFERENDUM
AGAINST THE CHARTER REFERENDUM

QUESTION B
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-45-2014)
LIBRARY FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not exceeding
$32,243,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, exteﬁsion, acquisition, improvement,
enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation or repair of Library Facilities, as

defined therein.

FOR THE CHARTER REFERENDUM
AGAINST THE CHARTER REFERENDUM

QUESTION C
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-46-2014)
COMMUNITY COLLEGE FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not exceeding
$93,617,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension, acquisition, improvement,
enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation or repair of Community College

Facilities, as defined therein.
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FOR THE CHARTER REFERENDUM
AGAINST THE CHARTER REFERENDUM

QUESTION D
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-47-2014)
COUNTY BUILDINGS BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not exceeding
$238,182,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension, acquisition,
improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation or repair of County

Buildings, as defined therein.

FOR THE CHARTER REFERENDUM
AGAINST THE CHARTER REFERENDUM

QUESTION E
CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-48-2014)
PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES BONDS
An Act enabling the County to borrow money and issue bonds in an amount not exceeding

$122,385,000 to finance the design, construction, reconstruction, extension, acquisition,
improvement, enlargement, alteration, renovation, relocation, rehabilitation or repair of Public Works
and Transportation Facilities (including roads and bridges, parking lots, and maintenance facilities),

as defined therein.

FOR THE CHARTER REFERENDUM
AGAINST THE CHARTER REFERENDUM

QUESTIONF

CHARTER REQUIRED REFERENDUM
(CB-50-2014)

PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

To clarify that general obligation bonds shall be in serial and/or term form.
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Prince George's County Council
Agenda Item Summary

Meeting Date: 7/23/2014

Reference No.: CB-052-2014

Draft No.: 2

Proposer(s): Franklin

Sponsor(s): Franklin, Davis, Harrison

Item Title: An Act proposing amendments to Sections 317, 809, 1008, and 1105 of the Charter of Prince
George's County to change the number of designated newspapers of record from three to one
or more; and to designate two or more primary sources of County maintained electronic
media available to the public for publication and transmission of official County notices.

Drafter: Kathleen H. Canning, Legislative Officer

Resource Personnel: Kathleen H. Canning, Legislative Officer
Colette R. Gresham, Legislative Officer

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY:

Date Presented: Executive Action:
Committee Referral: 6/30/2014 - C.O.W. Effective Date:
Committee Action: 7/8/2014 - FAV

Date Introduced: 6/30/2014

Public Hearing: 7/23/2014 - 10:00 AM

Council Action (1) 7/23/2014 - ENACTED

Council Votes: WC:A, DLD:A, MRF:A, AH:A, ML:A, EO:A, OP:A, IT:A, KT:A
Pass/Fail: P

Remarks: Subject to referendwum on 11/4/2014

AFFECTED CODE SECTIONS:
CHARTER-0317, CHARTER-0809, CHARTER-1008, CHARTER-1015

COMMITTEE REPORTS:
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE Date 7/8/2014

CB-52-2014 was introduced on June 30, 2014. It was referred to the Committee of the Whole. The Committee of the
Whole met on July 8, 2014 and voted favorable with recommended amendments with a vote of 8-0.

As drafted, the County is required to designate at minimum one primary source of County maintained electronic
media available to the public for publication and transmission of official County notices.

The recommended amendment requires the County to designate two or more primary sources of County maintained
electronic media available to the public for publication and transmission of official County notices.
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