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Substantive Floor Amendment (Amendment 15) to CB-015-2024
 
Mr. Darryl Barnes, Chair
Prince George's County Planning Board
 
Dear Mr. Barnes:
 
In accordance with the attached Court Order, Exhibit D, and Section 27-3501 of the Zoning Ordinance, the Circuit Court for Prince George’s County held that
Floor Amendment (Amendment 15) to CB-15-2024, moved by Council Member Harrison at the conclusion of the first public hearing on July 16, 2024, was
substantive in nature and therefore the County Council was required to transmit Amendment 15 to the Planning Board for review and comment and hold a
second public hearing prior to Council’s decision whether to enact Amendment 15.   
 
Information on the Second Public Hearing on Amendment 15 to CB-015-2024 will be as follows:  
 

Date: 
October 7, 2025
Second Public Hearing

Time:
10:00 a.m.

Location:
In-person participation at the following address:
Wayne K. Curry Administration Bldg., 1st Floor Council Hearing
Room, 1301 McCormick Drive, Largo, MD 20774

 
 

CB-015-2024 AN ORDINANCE CONCERNING THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY-OMNIBUS BILL for the purpose
of reconciling certain terms, procedures, and other language of the new Zoning Ordinance, being Chapter 27, 2019 Laws of Prince George's
County; revising certain procedures and regulations; and adding clarification language to further effectuate successful implementation of the
County’s new, modern, streamlined Zoning Ordinance.
 
Second Public Hearing on Floor Amendment (Amendment 15), moved by Council Member Harrison at the conclusion of the First
Public Hearing on July 16, 2024, to remove special exception approval on certain lot acreage for residential developments in the
CGO Zone outside the Capital Beltway. Pursuant to court order, the Second Public hearing shall be limited to the consideration of
Amendment 15.

 
 

 
To register to speak or submit comments or written testimony please use the Council’s eComment portal at: https://pgccouncil.us/Speak. For those unable to
use the portal, comments/written correspondence may be emailed to: onlinesignup@co.pg.md.us or faxed to (301) 952-5178.
 
Written comments must be submitted by 3:00 p.m. on the day BEFORE the meeting.  Testimony and comments will not be accepted via social media or
by telephone/voice mail message.  Register to speak, in advance, by 3:00 p.m. on the day BEFORE the meeting.  Additionally, on-site registration for
live testimony is now available; however, advance registration to testify is strongly encouraged.
 
These policies are in effect until otherwise changed and, any future changes to them, will be communicated on the County Council website, County Council
social media channels, via Alert Prince George’s, and will be shared with the press via a press release.
 
View meetings by selecting the "In Progress" link next to the meeting on the Council's live streaming page: https://pgccouncil.us/LIVE.
 

Donna J. Brown, Clerk of the Council
O: 301-952-3528  F: 301-952-5178 E: djbrown@co.pg.md.us Telework: 240-351-9777
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24 - 3401. Subdivision Regulation Amendments   (c)(2) Review and Recommendations by Advisory Board. Proposed subdivision regulations or legislative amendments  thereto shall be transmitted to the Planning Board by the Clerk of the Council, along with notice of the date, time, and plac e  of the public hea ring. Within five (5) days from the date of the referral, the Planning Board shall submit its comments on the  proposed legislation to the Clerk of the Council. The respective standing committee of the County Council shall not schedule  a  public work session   on the proposed subdivision legislation prior to the conclusion of the five - day referral period. If the  Planning Board is not in session within the prescribed referral timeframe, then the Planning Director may submit a  recommendation on the proposed legis lation on behalf of the Planning Board. The failure by the Planning Board to submit  comments on a pending subdivision bill shall constitute a Planning Board recommendation of approval. Comments received  on referral as to proposed subdivision regulation leg islation shall be posted online for public access by the respective  standing committee of the Council.    





24-3401. Subdivision Regulation Amendments

(c)(2) Review and Recommendations by Advisory Board. Proposed subdivision regulations or legislative amendments
thereto shall be transmitted to the Planning Board by the Clerk of the Council, along with notice of the date, time, and place
of the public hearing. Within five (5) days from the date of the referral, the Planning Board shall submit its comments on the
proposed legislation to the Clerk of the Council. Therespective standing committee of the County Council shall not schedule a
public work session on the proposed subdivision legislation prior to the conclusion of the five-day referral period. f the
Planning Board is not in session within the prescribed referral timeframe, then the Planning Director may submit a
recommendation on the proposed legislation on behalf of the Planning Board. The failure by the Planning Board to submit
comments on a pending subdivision bill shall constitute a Planning Board recommendation of approval. Comments received
on referral as to proposed subdivision regulation legislation shall be posted online for public access by the respective
standing committee of the Council.







 


 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, MARYLAND 


 


 


 


 
PROPOSED ORDER/DECREE 


 


THIS MATTER COMES before the Court on a petition for judicial review, which 


asserted that the Prince George’s County Council, sitting as the District Council 


(“District Council”), erred in passing Council Bill (CB)-15-2024, a local law amending 


the text and accompanying map of the text of the Zoning Ordinance for the County, 


because 1) the District Council violated the procedures for legislative zoning 


amendments set forth in the County’s Zoning Ordinance when it enacted CB-15-2024, 


2) the District Council’s enactment of CB-15-2024 violated the one-subject and title 


clauses of Article III, Section 29 of the Maryland Constitution, and 3) the District 


Council violated Section 27-3501 of the County’s Zoning Ordinance and Article III, 


IN THE MATTER OF KATHY BARTOLOMEO, 


ET AL.  


 


FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OF THE  


DECISION OF THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF 


PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, SITTING AS  


THE DISTRICT COUNCIL 


 


IN THE CASE OF COUNCIL BILL 15-2024 (CB-


15-2024 – Draft 4) — An Ordinance Concerning 


the Zoning Ordinance of Prince George’s County 


for the purpose of reconciling certain terms, 


procedures, and other language of the new 


Zoning Ordinance, being Chapter 27, 2019 Laws 


of Prince George’s County; revising certain 


procedures and regulations; and adding 


clarification language to further effectuate 


successful implementation of the County’s new, 


modern, streamlined Zoning Ordinance. 
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Section 33 of the Maryland Constitution when it approved Amendment 5 to CB-15-


2024. In response, the District Council filed an Answer and a Motion to Dismiss, and 


a Supplemental Memorandum on standing, alleging that Petitioners lack property 


owner and taxpayer standing to maintain this action, or in the alternative, that 


Council did not exceed its legal boundaries when it enacted CB-15-2024. Petitioners 


filed an opposition to the District Council’s Motion to Dismiss, and written replies to 


the District Council’s Answer and Supplemental Memorandum on standing.   


On February 28, 2025, and March 21, 2025, this Court heard oral arguments from 


the parties. Upon the conclusion of oral argument, this Court issued its ruling from 


the bench.  


Accordingly, for the reasons stated on the record, it is this ________ day of June 


2025, by the Circuit Court of Prince George’s County, Maryland, hereby  


ORDERED, that the District Council’s Motion to Dismiss the petition on 


standing is DENIED because the appropriate doctrine for standing in this action is 


taxpayer standing, and in the alternative, even if taxpayer standing was not the 


appropriate doctrine for standing, Petitioners sufficiently allege property owner 


standing to maintain this action, and it is further  


ORDERED, that the District Council’s Amendment 5 to CB-15-2024, is 


REVERSED because it violates Section 27-3501(d) of the Zoning Ordinance which, 


among other things, prohibits a legislative amendment to create different standards 


for a subset of properties within a zone, and it is further 


  







ORDERED, that the District Council's Amendment 15 to CB-15-2024 is


REMANDED because it was a substantive amendment which required referral to the


Planning Board, notice and a public hearing in accordance with Section 27-3501(c)(4)


of the Zoning Ordinance, and it is further


ORDERED, that the District Council on remand shall only conduct a public


hearing on Amendment 15 to CB-15-2024, and it is further


ORDERED, that CB-15-2024 is AFFIRMED on all remaining issues.


06/27/2025 3:15:41 PM


Stenise Rolle


Hon. Stenise L. Rolle
Judge, Circuit Court for Prince George's
County, Maryland
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CB-15-2024 


Amendments 1–16 


Amendment 


Number 


Amendment Description Date 


Approved 


Vote Record 


Citation 


1 Proffered by Council Person Ivey to extend the period of 


time that pending applications are permitted to utilize the 


old zoning ordinance. 


03/21/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


3-2


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


and Hawkins  


Oppose: Dernoga and 


Olson 


R. 1958;


R. 3194–98


2 Proffered by Council Person Franklin to remove the 


sections of CB-15-2024 that prohibited residential 


development in the CGO Zone outside the Capitol 


Beltway. 


03/21/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


3-2


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


and Hawkins  


Oppose: Dernoga and 


Olson 


R. 1960;


R. 3200–01


3 Proffered by Council Person Dernoga to make changes to 


the transitional provisions of the Zoning Ordinance. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson   


R. 2628–40;


R. 3130–32


4 Proffered by Council Person Dernoga to add requirements 


for Qualified Data Centers in the RR Zone. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson  


R. 2623;


R. 3132–33







 


2 


 


5 Proffered by Council Person Harrison to allow Qualified 


Data Centers in the AG Zone under certain circumstances. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


3-0-2 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


and Hawkins 


 


Oppose: none 


 


Abstain: Dernoga and 


Olson 


R. 2023–25; 


R. 3133–36 


6 Proffered by Council Person Olson to retain the LMUTC 


Zone for property in the Riverdale Park LMUTC. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson 


R. 1957; 


R. 3136–


3137 


7 Proffered by Council Person Ivey to impose a minimum 


lot size for some non-conforming lot requirements. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson 


R. 1956; 


R. 3137 


8 Proffered by Council Person Franklin to repeal CB-3-


2023’s requirement that detailed site plans be consistent 


with the County’s General Plan and in conformity with 


Sector Plans, Local Master Plans, and Functional Master 


Plans. 


04/18/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


3-2  


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


and Hawkins  


 


Oppose: Dernoga and 


Olson 


R. 2648–49; 


R. 3138–45 







 


3 


 


9 Proffered by Council Person Olson to exempt townhouse, 


multifamily, nonresidential, and mixed-use development 


abutting an outlot from the neighborhood compatibility 


standards. 


05/16/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson 


R. 2034; 


R. 3080–83 


10 Proffered by Council Person Olson to regulate property 


conveyed by the State for the University of Maryland. 


05/16/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson 


R. 2641; 


R. 3082–


3084. 


11 Proffered by Council Member Olson to alter the notice 


requirements for the District Council’s review of the 


appropriate zoning for property conveyed by the United 


States of America or the State of Maryland. 


05/16/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


5-0 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, Dernoga, and 


Olson 


R. 2627; 


R. 2084–85. 


12 Proffered by Council Person Ivey to change the expiration 


date of nonconforming buildings, structures, site features, 


or uses in the event that the zoning of the property is 


changed in the future. 


05/16/2024 


PHED 


Committee 


4-0-1 


 


Support: Ivey, Franklin, 


Hawkins, and Olson 


 


Oppose: none 


 


Abstain: Dernoga  


R. 130; 


R. 3085–


3086 







 


4 


 


13 Proffered by Council Person Dernoga to limit residential 


development in the CGO Zone outside the Capital Beltway 


by requiring approval of a special exception on lots less 


than 25 acres and a planned development application on 


lots greater than 25 acres. 


06/18/2024 


Council 


6-3-1 


 


Support: Ivey, Blegay, 


Burroughs, Dernoga, 


Olson, and Oriadha 


 


Oppose: Watson, 


Harrison, and Hawkins 


 


Abstain: Fisher 


R. 2619–20; 


R. 3062–63 


14 Proffered by Council Persons Dernoga, Oriadha, 


Burroughs, and Blegay to shorten the time during which 


development can rely on the prior zoning ordinance. 


06/18/2024 


Council 


6-0-2 


 


Support: Ivey, Blegay, 


Burroughs, Dernoga, 


Olson, and Oriadha 


 


Oppose: 


 


Abstain: Fisher and 


Watson 


R. 2618; 


R. 3063–64 


15 Council Person Harrison moved on the floor to remove the 


limitations on residential developments in the CGO Zone. 


07/16/2024 


Council 


6-4 


 


Support: Members Ivey, 


Fisher, Harrison, 


Hawkins, Olson, and 


Watson 


 


Oppose: Blegay, 


Burroughs, Dernoga, 


and Oriadha 


R. 3032–39 







 


5 


 


16 Council Person Harrison moved on the floor to change the 


effective date of CB-15-2024. 


07/16/2024 


Council 


6-4 


 


Support: Members Ivey, 


Fisher, Harrison, 


Hawkins, Olson, and 


Watson 


 


Oppose: Blegay, 


Burroughs, Dernoga, 


and Oriadha 


R. 3041–42 


 


 


 


 






27-3501. Legislative Amendment
{cH4) Review and Decision by Decision-Making Body or Official
{A) The proposed legislative amendment shall be presented as a Council Bill subject to following
‘the Rules of Procedure for the Prince George's Countty Council.

(B) Afterthe public hearing, the District Council may, by majority vote of the full Council, make a
decision on the proposed leggslative amendment. In the case of any substantive amendments to

‘the proposed leggslative amendment, such changes shall be transmitted to the Planning Board for
review and comment prior to the Council’s decision whether to enact the legfslative amendment.

(C) The Clerk of the County Council shall transmit a copy of the adopted legfslative amendment
tothe Planning Board.





27-3501. Legislative Amendment

(€)(4) Review and Decision by Decision-Making Body or Official
(A) The proposed legislative amendment shall be presented as a Council Bill subject to following
the Rules of Procedure for the Prince George's County Council.
(B) Afterthe public hearing, the District Council may, by majority vote of the full Council, make a
decision on the proposed legislative amendment. In the case of any substantive amendments to
the proposed legislative amendment, such changes shall be transmitted to the Planning Board for
review and comment prior to the Council’s decision whether to enact the legislative amendment.

(C) The Clerk of the County Council shalltransmit a copy of the adopted legislative amendment
to the Planning Board.





