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Exhibit 2 
 

Links to Hearings and Floor 
Debate for HB 793 and  

HB 1094 



Links to Hearings and Floor Debate for HB 793 and HB 1094 
 
2/22/19:  Joint Delegation Hearing on HB1094 (entire video time 1:50) 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/a67fe3cb-6460-4369-9baa-
206e1bb9fe47/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c 
 
2/22/19:  Judiciary hearing on HB1094 (Start 0:00, end 4:18) Time: 4:18 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/b74833be-a451-4262-ae5d-
787acc78a191/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c& 
 
2/22/19: JPR hearing on SB793 (Start 2:25, end 4:33) Time: 2:08 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/8d90b99e-33ec-4175-84fe-
9b23d09ab061/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c&playfrom=8744000 
 
2/28/19:  Senate delegation voting session #1 on SB793 (starts at 1:17:45; ends at 1:49) total 
time: 32 minutes 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/b39b8a58-38bc-4d30-9d5c-
80e2656fa10b/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c 
 
3/7/19:  Senate delegation voting session #2 on SB793 (starts at :25:00; ends at 1:46) total time: 
1:21 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/3a01104a-9ee0-488c-b311-
e2e94985c6a3/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c 
 
3/13/19:  Senate Floor third reading SB793 (starts at 1:52:00, end 3:13) time: 2:21 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/407b0bd9-0e0b-4b4c-b2c6-
92e73fc921b7/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c 
 
3/20/19:  Judiciary hearing on SB793 (Start 0:14, end 2:24) Time: 2:10 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/f0de7c43-2091-4e66-990e-
71954a1608a1/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c&playfrom=823000 
 
3/28/19:  House Floor debate on SB793 (starts at 2:06:45., end 3:14) time: 1:08 
http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/88d45651-1d77-48be-83a1-
ccad81d84ee2/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c 
 



 
 

Exhibit 3 
 

Compilation of Verbal 
Testimony Regarding 
Spending Measures 



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) of 

beginning of 
comment re 

appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said
For or against the 

bill?
1:31 2:30 Del. Glenn as sponsor touting mandatory appropriations Prop 0:59

10:47 13:30

Mosby: lots of funds from state but not Hopkins.  Why?  Glenn disagrees.  Fiscal 
note describes funding from Hopkins.  The mandated appropriations from the 
state very high.  Agree w/ the motivation but it seems like for a bill that is to 
benefit Hopkins, they should be mandated to spend some $$.  Going back to 
Washington’s questions about the title and whether it fits. ? 2:43

1:03:54 1:04:30
May Mendoza -- testifies mostly about violence but says at end of testimony 
that she's pleased that there are provisions for programming. Prop 0:01

1:16:08 1:16:45

James Seymour Rand -- 70 year resident.  offended by the offering of sunsetted 
financial crumbs when JH has such wealth.  If community really of concern, 
Hopkins could have instituted these benefits long ago. Opp 0:37

1:20:40 1:20:54
Dayvon Love - Leaders of Beautiful Struggle:  notes none of the members of the 
executive committee of the Seed funding in the bill were consulted. Opp 0:14

1:32:25 1:32:55

Akil Patterson - makes point that bill makes up for Hopkins abandoning a core 
component of its mission "to adequately fund orphaned Negroes" in 1929 by 
throwing $3.5m at children and youth. Had this been done in 1929, would 
amount to $2.3b. Opp 0:30

TOTAL 5:04

Hearing Info (bill, committee, date, link, etc): Joint Delegation Hearing (from beginning to to 1:28:40)



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 
comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill? Total time

0:18:22 20:25

 Mr. Lewis: Misunderstanding that the community building appropiations 
will be going to Johns Hopkins.  The funds are not for JH. This would 
increase the funds of the SEED program, it is state-wide program that 
allows anchor institutions like JH to match funds. University of MD used 
the $ last year to build a community center.  Law enforcement 
apprenticeship program, this would provide some state support for those 
programs and allows a small match for police departments to establish a 
youth cadet program. Youth works, JH will not receive any of the funds, 
this would re-establish the mandate and stop the inconsistency of it. $ 
goes to the city. Hopkins has its own summer program that it spends 
millions. Last program is a PAL program which JH will be required to 
participate with. For 2:03

0:46:15 0:47:15

Lewis: It is on pg. 4-5. The Department of Housing and Community 
approves the grant application of anchor institutions. Funded by the 
governor. Last year the Univ. MD of Baltimore used the entire $4million; 
there year the governor has funded it at its maximum of $5million. For 1:00

1:34:19 1:34:28
"I believe that the set of accountability measures and investment in 
youth are tremendously important" For 0:09

3:01:10 3:01:25
"We see through teh community funding of the children youth fund and 
the youthworks as what is is: blackmail." Against 0:15

3:50:30 3:50:50
"Does aclu have a position on using citizen tax dollars for a private 
institution?" "oppoosed." Against 0:20

TOTAL TIME 3:47

Judiciary Hearing 2/22/19: http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/b74833be-a451-4262-ae5d-
787acc78a191/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c&playfrom=73000



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) of 

beginning of comment 
re appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said For or against the bill?

3:17:42 3:18:01
Hopkins: described what an anchor institution is and confirmed that they 
are an anchor institution SUPPORT 1:01

3:18:02 3:18:47

Sen. Mary Washington: 4 years of allocations to children and youth fund. 
These aren't general fund, these are mandated appropriations, correct? 
"Million for youth works. see above 0:45

3:19:16 3:19:47
Hopkins: this is a cadet program with matching grants. It a state wide 
program see above 0:31

3:19:53 3:20:04
Sen. Mary Washington "just to be clear the money is for state wide 
programs. 750,000 appropropriation of state program.  see above 0:11

3:20:05 3:20:29
Hopkins responded as to how the funding would work as a matching 
program for cadets. see above 0:04

3:20:30 3:21:40

Sen Mary Washington: " I seriously want to make the bill a better bill" 
Wahington asked if Hopkins would be open to other ideas of what the 
funding could look like for investing money in the community. Asked if 
Hopkins would be open to that. see above 1:10

3:21:40 3:21:47
Hopkins responded that this is not 10 million for Hopkins. Washignton 
clarified that Hopkins would be eligible for these funds. see above 0:07

3:21:48 3:22:20
Washington said its money for which Hopkins is eligible, but it's a state 
wide program. see above 0:38

3:22:28 3:24:36

Sen. Antonio Hayes: It would be helpful to understand that the 
community development fund that is included is a result of the 2015 
uprising in Baltimore where several pieces of legislation was passed, but 
the money isn't appropriated unless there are matching funds. Talked 
about funding for . The police althetic club is stricly the unversity but rest 
would come from fed.  Voted in support of bill 3:08

3:24:44 3:24:53
Sen. Mary Washington: questionign whether this is the best way to 
allocate the funds in the bill see above 0:09

3:25:01 3:25:45
Hopkins: These are issues that came up in community meetings that we 
are trying to respond to. Explain where youth fund would go. see above 0:43

3:26:15 3:26:35
Sen. Mary Washington: We aren't pushing the program as far as we 
could with funding/ Cpuld create public health cadet program see above 0:20

3:41:14 3:41:37

Mary Washington telling JHU Professor at School of Public Health that 
she would love to work with him on funding pieces of the bill that are not 
related to the police department that need to be packaged in with the 
bill to make it work. see above 0:23

4:22:49 4:23:03

Elliot Shorn, community member: Hopkins added the funding measures 
as a sweetener. Proposed that the legislature support the funding 
measures as its own bill and vote against police force portion OPPOSE 0:14

4:29:24 4:29:30
Sammy Ieyla, Hopkins student: Holding funds that are needed hostage for 
the police force OPPOSE 0:06

TOTAL 9:30

SB 793 Senate Hearing; JPR 2/6/2019



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 

comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill?

1:20 1:21

There was testimony in the Judiciary Committee the other day that the 
original requesters of the Youth fund had not asked for this funding. I am 
inserting an amendment to make sure that the funding that would be 
acquired should this bill pass is disseminated to our identified local 
management board in Baltimore city - Sen Hayes for 0:28

1:33 1:34

I wanted to balance the community strengthening component so I'm 
proposing that there be an allocation of 5 million to a Baltimore city 
commnunity-based anti-violence initiative fund, which is a piece of 
legislation that actually Senator Carter is proposing, but this is giving a 
funding mechanism for it, to actually engage in best practices and anti-
violence - Sen Washington against 0:31

1:34:27 1:35:39

We need to build the capacity of communities who are impacted and 
build their capacity to participate. We have in our federal code 
"community action centers" established to address poverty. They are 
often woefully underfunded, so this [amendment] would establish a 2 
million dollar community impact and capacity building initiaitve that 
local community associations could apply for to build their capacity. The 
problem that you [Sen. Mccray] pointed out, where we have these 
boards and the same people in them, and maybe they could use some 
professionalization. They can engage in recruitement activities, board 
enhancement, these are the types of funds [that would help the 
community ?] [because] our community associations are increasingly 
aging. Federal grants aren't the way that they used to be, so [this 
amendment would be] really providing a way and structure for them. 
Increase the money for the Youthworks fund. - Sen Washington against 1:12

1:35:39 1:36:18

Re: ending youth homelessness grant. This body passed an ending youth 
homelessness fund. There is research after research that makes a 
correlation between being the victim or the perpetrator of a crime when 
you are young and homeless, and by investing in secure and supportive 
housing and interventions for young people is absolutely going to address 
some of the youth engagement and connection that we saw. So again, 
that bill [not SB793] will be addressing that. - Sen Washington against 0:39

1:36:36 1:37:17

I didn't really focus on the funding piece of this bill because sometimes 
that can be a distraction. But I just want all my colleagues to know that 
our funding for Youthworks fluctuates. The year that we had the Freddie 
Gray challenge we got 4 more million dollars from the state. The next 
year we were pulled back to that 3 [million]. Then we jumped back up 
during the election year. So I think it's based off of the year people know 
that we care about our children - Sen. McCray for 0:41

1:43:46 1:43:50

One amendment that is unique and that would be important to many 
people in Baltimore is the idea of a Henrietta Lacks Endowment Fund. - 
Sen Carter against 0

1:43:56 1:44:28

Hopkins is already working on a couple of Henrietta Lacks endowment 
funds. […] They said they were renaming some parts of the hospital and 
they were going to set aside some funds. […] The Henrietta Lacks group 
had made a whole list of recommendations to Hopkins. - Sen Nathan 
Pulliam for 0

TOTAL 3:31

Hearing Info (bill, committee, date, link, etc): Senate delegation voting session #1, 1:17:45 to 1:49, SB 793, 
Community Safety and Strengthening Act, http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/b39b8a58-38bc-4d30-9d5c-

80e2656fa10b/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 

comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill?

(INTENTIONALLY BLANK)

Senate Delegation Voting Session #2 (start 55:00)



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 

comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill?

2:15:17 2:18:58

Mary Washington sets out details of $10m SEED grant and points out not 
just for Baltimore City; $3.5m local management boards, $1m Balt. City 
Works and points out these only 4 years while SEED is in perpetuity. Against 3:41

2:18:58 2:22:58

Mary Washington proposes amendment with new appropriation for 
creation of true community strengthening  and antiviolence initiatives. 
MoCo senator responds pointing out amendment has FN of >$50m. It is 
clearly a misprint. Amendment voted down. Against 0

2:25:00 2:25:35

Baltmore County senator (Zirkin?), in response to proposed amendment 
from Jill Carter to change title of bill to reflect it a private police fund: 
points out bill includes $10m SEED fund "which is not related to any 
police force", $3.5m Children & Youth fund "which has nothing to do with 
the JHU police force", creation of a Law Enforcement Cadet Apprentice 
Program under DLLR "which, again, has nothing to do with what the title 
[of Carter's amendment] would suggest". For 0:35

2:27:09 2:28:19

Mary Washington in support of Carter amendment: points out that cadet 
program $750,000 grant allocation for DLLR is not specifically for 
Baltimore City. Against 1:10

3:11:50 3:12:30

Carter - amendment that "strikes all references to the creation of a 
police force and retains all of the community funding programs 
referenced in the bill." Amendment voted down. Against 0:40

TOTAL 6:06

Hearing Info (bill, committee, date, link, etc): 



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 

comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill?

0:27:20 0:29:34

Del. Wanika Fisher - re. p. 5 of bill: asks of JHU rep. why public funds are being 
used to pay for all the spending provisions and not JHU money, and why is the 
funding on an annual basis. Sally Guy responds that SEED is a statewide 
program and explains there are matching funds and statewide; and for 
Baltimore programs, this is to address problems of root crime and JHU 
internally has robust internal jobs program. 

Fisher 
oppose; Guy 
pro 2:14

0:31:28 0:32:33

Del. Watson - JHU is getting funding to support its ability to keep your campus 
safe, right? Melissa Hayes responds that JHU is not getting any funding under 
the bill. Hitchcock clarifies not getting any funding to operate police force, 
there is only money to address 

Watson 
oppose; JHU 
pro 1:05

0:32:41 0:34:16

Del. Cardin - clarify: you are not asking for any PD appropriations, but you 
qualify for as much as $4m through having PD for SEED money. Sally Guy - 
qualify right now, has nothing to do with PD. Cardin makes sure nothing to do 
with PD. Asks if other programs JHU could get access, including foundation 
money because of PD. Guy says "not to our knowledge". Pro 1:35

0:45:48 0:50:35

Del. Davis - re. SEED fund: are you saying that JHU is or is not eligible. 
Response: Is. Davis: so why would you attach $10m to this fund. JHU: for 
context - there has only ever been one recipient, UMD Baltimore. Davis - but 
why would you attach $10m in perpetuity? Makes the bill less palatable 
because of size of mandated appropriation. Response from Hitchcock: broad 
vision - heard so much in community about addressing root causes of crime; 
this creates opportunity to address blight through increasing already existing 
program. Davis - why not give the money directlyt to the BPD because it is 
under-funded. Guy says they are not opposed. The $10m idea was from Sen. 
Hayes. Hitchcock adds that PAL and apprenticeship and SEED are our way of 
addressing what we heard in the community. Davis responds that JHU is 
attaching it to the bill, but it is not JHU  addressing it - it is taxpayer money.

Davis opp; 
JHU pro 4:47

0:52:59 0:53:43

Del. Sydnor - what types of capital projects is JHU thinking would qualify for the 
$10m SEED funding? Melissa Hayes: we have nothing in mind at the moment, 
but UMD Baltimore project was a community center, as an example.

Sydnor opp; 
JHU pro 0:44

1:17:21 1:17:30
Richard Elliot testifies: the economic burden of the bill is on the state, and the 
"blight fund" is just money going to JHU to pay them to gentrify our city. Oppose 0:09

1:37:12 1:37:21
Andrea Fraser testifies: the Cadet Program gives $1,000 of public money per 
officer to the JHU police department. Oppose 0:09

TOTAL 10:43

SB793 House Judiciary Committee Hearing, March 20, 2019 (total time 2:24:22)



Time stamp 
(hour:min:sec) 
of beginning of 

comment re 
appropriations End time Rough quote of what was said

For or against 
the bill? Total time

2:47:54 2:49:11

If we look at the fiscal note of this particular bill, we know that it is over 
$50 million dollars that the state has decided to put in this bill to 
strengthen and support entities and the environment Johns Hopkins is in. 
What's interesting is that Johns Hopkins, other than creating a police 
force, really hasn't decided to be on the hook for anything else. What this 
amendment tries to offer is asking Johns Hopkins, which is a billion 
dollar conglomerate, choosing to have a private police force in the city, 
that they commit 10 million dollars a year to, and have a memorandum 
of understanding with, entities like the Seed  Development Anchor 
Insititution fund, the local management board of Baltimore City, 
Baltimore Children and Youth Fund, the Baltimore City Youthworks 
summer job program, and the Law Enforcement Cadet Apprenticeship 
program to be established in the city of Baltimore. against 1:17

2:49:13 2:49:34

How we seem to need to provide them with a police force, allow them 
to also do the things that the title of this bill says in strengthening our 
communities. This shouldn't just be on the state hook to do, of over 50 
million dollars in the next five years. against 0:21

2:49:46 2:53:39

I have volunteered to speak to any of the amendments that invove the  
Seed program or money, mainly because I think it's important for folks in 
the audience to understand where the Seed program came from. It was 
actually an initiave by the speaker of the House after the Freddie Gray 
unrest where many of the commnity leaders in Baltimore city and 
surrounding areas came together to establish the Seed program to help 
not just Baltimore city, but the entire state. Anywherre where there's a 
major anchor institution like Johns Hopkins, or like College Park, the Seed 
program can be accessed and it should be matched by private funds. It's 
a good program, and I'm glad it's in the bill, cause it's going to help not 
just Baltimore, but many communities in this state. This amendment 
[the one referenced in the above quote] I believe is unconstitutional. It 
directs a private non-profit entity about where they can put their money 
and where they can't. That's a road we should not be going down. But 
since we're going down that road, let me talk about 137 million dollars 
annually that Johns Hopkins puts into the community. And puts into the 
community in ways that are so important. I worked at Johns Hopkins and 
I'm a graduate of Johns Hopkins. [...] The proudest moment in my work 
life was when Johns Hopkins announced that they are going to spend 2 
million dollars a year to send anybody who graduated from a Baltimore 
city high school and if they qualified to get into Hopkins, [Hopkins] would 
pay every dime of their expenses. The Baltimore Scholar Program- 2 
million dollars a year. Johns Hopkins already puts nearly a million dollars 
into the youth program. Every year, they employ more youth in the youth 
program than almost every other hospital in the city, combined. They 
already do it. They have spend 20 million dollars a year, for untold years, for 3:53

2:53:58 2:54:12

We want to encourage, we want to incentivize, we want to work with 
them, but I think it's the communities in Baltimore city, around those 
institutions, that should be deciding where this money is spent, not us 
[presumably the money- the 10 million- called for in the amendment]. for 0:14

2:54:23 2:54:32
Does this amendment replace the state funding or is it in addition to the 
state funding? unclear 0:09

2:54:32 2:54:33 It's in addition. against 0:01

2:54:42 2:55:05

You just said it's unconstitutional to direct an institution on where there 
philanthropy should go, but how much they should pay and how much 
they should pay for health insurance, so I'm a little confused about that 
but that's not on the bill. I just want to get that clear. The state 
portion,10 million dollars, would still be in there mandated for ever, and 
then Hopkins would have to pay another 10 million dollars if they 
establish their police department. unclear 0:23

TOTAL 6:18

Hearing Info (bill, committee, date, link, etc):  House Floor Debate, Senate Bill 793 Community Safety and 
Strengthening Act, 3rd reading, http://mgahouse.maryland.gov/mga/play/88d45651-1d77-48be-83a1-

ccad81d84ee2/?catalog/03e481c7-8a42-4438-a7da-93ff74bdaa4c
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Bates 
Stamp # Exhibit # Author

Total # 
pages of 
testimony All text re appropriations

# of 
sentences 
mention 
approp. Oppose or support?

81 4B NAACP LDF 5

“The bills would offer additional funding to Baltimore for community development and youth programs as well as create a law enforcement cadet 
apprenticeship program, which would allow opportunities for the city’s youth to launch a career in law enforcement. This funding is much needed 
and laudable.”  (It goes on to say “We have serious concerns, however with provisions of SB 793 and HB 1094…”) 2 oppose

359 4E
Johns Hopkins Gov & 
Comm Affairs 2

"and (2) required investments in community development, youth engagement, and economic opporunitty to help address the root causes of crime."  
"and (2) the State and Johns Hopkins could concentrate additional resources on community and youth development." 2

107 4B

Charles Villiage 
Community 
Association 5

“Legislative Context - JHU’s proposed legislation did not include appropriations.  Since the survey was emailed, funding has been added to the 
House Bill and the Senate Bill for the Baltimore Children and Youth Fund, the Baltimore City YouthWorks Summer Jobs program, cadet 
apprenticeship grants, and a community development fund to provide grants and loans to anchor institutions for community development projects 
in blighted areas of the State." 2 supporter/mention

121 4B
Baltimore Police 
Department 2

"It requires funding for the "Seed Community Developmet Anchor Institution Fund", the "Baltimore Children and Youth Fund," and "Baltimore City 
Youthworks Program," and establishes the "Law Enforcement Officer Cadet Apprenticeship Program." All of these programs are positive and 
benefit our anchor institutions, our City youth, as well as BPD's own cadet program." 2 supporter/mention

125 4B
Abell Improvement 
Association 14

"5. The Maryland taxpayer is required under this bill to provide funding for community programs such as the YouthWorks program as a condition of 
granting JHU their police department.  Combining the appropriation of funding and the creation of a private police department violates the single-
subject rule for legislation."  "Proposed Amendments 1-3: JHU shall be required to pay an administrative fee that represents 50% of the total 
annual police force budget, every year it is in existence. This 50% administrative fee shall fund community development projects in affected 
neighboroods within Baltimore City." 4 oppose

165 4B Anikwenze Ogbue 1

"The $10 million annual appropriation subsidizes a university with a $3.8 billion endowment. There are no stipulations detailing where the $10 
milion annual appropriation is spent. The $3.5 million YouthWorks and $1 million for the Baltimore Children and Youth Fund are only being used to 
garner support for this bill and expire in four years." 3 oppose

166-167 4B Shane Bryan 2

There are four types of funding allocations established or supported in this bill. The first type of funding would allocate $10,000,000 of State dollars 
to a the Seed Community Development Anchor Insitution Fund annyally and with no end date.  This fund is ONLY for institutions of higher education 
or hospitals (Johns Hopkins is both) and can ONLY be used by sid institutions for development of blighted areas.  The second type of funding is 
$750,000 of State dollars with some additional small grants to support the cadet program annually with no end date.  The third type of funding is 
for youth programming in Baltimore City that would allocate $3,500,000 of State dollars to Baltimore Children and Youth Fund and $1,000,000 of 
State dollars to the Baltimore City YouthWorks Summer Jobs Program, but these funds will only be allocated for fiscal years 2021-2024.  The fourth 
and final type of funding is a one-time $100,000 allocation of State dollars to the East Baltmore Historical Library, but those one-time funds will 
only be allocated if Johns Hopkins provides matching funds.  

The funding structure is problematic, to say the least.  Besides funding for the East Baltimore Historical Library, there are no funds directly 
allocated to community organizations.  While the funds for Baltimore Children and Youth Fund and YouthWorks will trickle down to community, 
they will only last four years.  This legislation both gives policing powers away forever to a private institution along with funds that are only 
allocated to institutions of higher education and hospitals for more development progrects every single uyear moving foward.  We need 
sustainable, long-term community funding that goes directly to community to benefit and is managed by community. It is inequitable to give larger 
institutions great sums of money on an ongoing basis while youth and communtity programs are only affforded limitied, short-term funding.  

"Make the funding for youth programming in Baltimore ongoing without sunsetting in four years." 12 oppose

172 4B
Harwood Community 
Association 1

"Additional funds create a false choice: Funding community development, Youth Works, and the Baltimore City Youth Fun are worthy objectives 
and fitting use of tazpayers dollars.  However, attaching such funding to the JHU armed police provision places lawmakers in an untenable 
dilemma.  Lawmakers who are not in favor of the establishment of the JHU armed police department, risk being perceived as opposing funds to 
help communities in need." 3 oppose

183 4B Mayor Pugh 2

"It provides funding for the Sed Community Development Anchor Institution Fund, the Baltimore Children and Youth Fund, the Baltimore City Youth 
Works program, and establishes the Law Enforcement Officer Cadet Apprenticeship Program.  These programs are meaningful initiatives that will 
benefit our communities, our residents and Baltimore Police Department's own caden program. 2 Supporter/mention

260 4C Dr. Sakran 2 "it also commits additional necessary funds to investments in economic development, youth engagement and more." 1 Supporter/mention

282 4C William Kenworthy 1

"I also condemn the cynical ploy of tying state funding for youth engagement of programs to the creation of a private police force.  This move by 
the university to use state monies to paper over the flaws in this bill is staggering, and goes against the consistent demands of students, workers, 
and community members for Hopkins itself to invest in neighboring communities.  2 oppose

293 4C Corey Payne 2

"What's more, the decision to pair state authorization of this private police forces with state funding for youth programs is cynical and decietful.  
This money would fund anchor instutions (like JHU) and ony indirectly fund Baltmiore's children.  Any expanson of Johns Hopkins power - such as 
the establishment of a private police forces - should be accompanied by an expansion of JOhns Hopkins' duties to the community.  That starts with 
paying taxes to fund programs like these." 3 oppose

316 4D Marisela Gomez 3
Not only do they want police powers, but they want a $10 million slush fund to implemnet what they feel is necessary to implement their police 
powers." 1 oppose
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