Mayor and Council
Meeting No. 23 - 16

          May 23, 2016

7:00 PM

7:00 pm
1. Convene
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Agenda Review
7:05 pm
4. City Manager's Report
7:10 pm
5. Recognition of Rishi Iyer, as the winner of the 2016 Rockville "IF I Were Mayor" Essay
Contest, and Presentation of Certificates to semi-finalist Maddie Anders and
Brett Warner.
7:25 pm
6. Adoption of resolution recognizing Chief Terrance N. Treschuk as a dedicated public
servant to the City of Rockville.
7:35 pm
7. Proclamation Declaring May 2016 as Historic Preservation Month in Rockville
7:40 pm
8. Proclamation Declaring June 2, 2016 National Gun Violence Awareness Day in Rockville
7:45 pm
9. Community Forum
This time is set aside
Citizens are asked to
in advance by calling
who are speaking on

to hear from any community member who wishes to address the Mayor and Council.
keep their remarks to three minutes. Priority will be given to speakers who have signed up
the City Clerk's Office at 240-314-8280 by 4:00 pm on the day of the meeting and those
an agenda item.

10. Mayor and Council's Response to Community's Forum and Announcements
11. Mayor and Council Reports
8:05 pm

  

12. Consent Agenda
A. Cable Communications Franchise Agreement with Comcast of Potomac, LLC.
B. Agreement between the Mayor and Council of Rockville and Montgomery County,
Maryland to provide for the County to administer and enforce the cable
communications franchise agreement with Comcast of Potomac, LLC,
within Rockville.
8:15 pm
13. Discussion and Instructions - Public Property Naming and Commemoration Policy
8:25 pm
14. Discussion and Instructions - Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan
9:25 pm
15. Discussion - School Bus Parking
9:45 pm
16. Review and Comment - Mayor and Council Action Report
17. Review and Comment - Future Agendas
18. Old/New Business
10:00 pm
19. Adjournment
NOTE: Times given for agenda items are estimates only. Matters may be considered at times other than those indicated.
Please check the upcoming Mayor and Council calendar listed after this evening's agenda for future meeting and Drop-in
information, including Community' Forum.
THERE WILL BE A COMMUNITY FORUM AT EVERY MEETING, UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED. When listed, Drop-in will be
held in the Council offices from 5:30 pm to 6:30 pm. All meetings are on Monday evenings unless otherwise indicated.
Worksessions in City Hall will be televised.
Please check with the City Clerk's office at 240-314-8280 for any further information.
Any person who requires assistance in order to attend this meeting should call the ADA Coordinator at 240-314-8100.

Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Clerk
  Sara Taylor-Ferrell, Deputy City Clerk
  phone: (240) 314 - 8283
  SFerrell@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Recognition of Rishi Iyer, as the winner of the 2016 Rockville "IF I Were Mayor" Essay Contest,
and Presentation of Certificates to semi-finalist Maddie Anders and Brett Warner.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council present certificates of recognition to the essay
contest winners. After the presentation, Rishi Iyer, Maddie Anders and Brett Warner will read their
essays.

Discussion

The Maryland Municipal League (MML) and the Maryland Mayors' Association (MMA) invited all
fourth grade students to participate in a statewide essay contest entitled, "If I Were Mayor." The
contest gives students a chance to creatively use grade-specific language arts skills and
civics/social studies knowledge. The theme for this year's contest was "Rising to the Challenge."
Students were asked to write about new programs or services they would create to help citizens
lead a healthier life and make the town a healthier place to live.
To promote the contest, Mayor Newton sent a letter to all public and private elementary schools in
Rockville encouraging the participation of all fourth grade classes. The letter was followed up by
personal visits from the Mayor to each class. Each winner was chosen at the state level by MML
and MMA.
Rishi Iyer, was the winner of District #5; Maddie Anders and Brett Warner were semi-finalists. All
three students are from Ms. Lynn Mullinax's fourth grade class at Lakewood Elementary School.
On May 19, 2016, Rishi Iyer reported to duty as Mayor for the day. Rishi went on guided tours of
City Hall, the Gude Drive Maintenance Facility (where a street sign with his name was presented to
him), and the Croydon Creek Nature Center. Rishi Iyer went on a police ride-along, had lunch with
Mayor Newton and will participate in the City's Memorial Day Parade.

Mayor and Council History

This is the thirteenth consecutive year that the "If I Were Mayor" contest winners have been
recognized by the Mayor and Council.

Attachments
Attachment A - Certificates of Winners.pdf Attachment B - Contest Rules.pdf
Attachment C - Winners Essays.pdf

Department Head:

Sara Taylor-Ferrell, Deputy City Clerk
Approved on: 05/18/2016
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Clerk
  Kathleen Conway, City Clerk/Director of Council Operations
  phone: (240) 314 - 8282
  KConway@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Adoption of resolution recognizing Chief Terrance N. Treschuk as a dedicated public servant to the
City of Rockville.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council read, approve and present the Resolution to our
Rockville City Police Chief Terrance N. Treschuk.

Discussion

Terrance N. Treschuk served as Chief of Police for the City of Rockville for 27 years. His leadership
includes service to Rockville's neighborhoods and citizens as well as far beyond the boundaries of
Rockville.
Chief Treschuk's hard work and devotion to the City's interests have helped guide the City through
challenging times, and have played a crucial role in the safety of our citizens.
The Chief’s mission to establish police officer liaisons and outreach efforts for all Rockville
communities, civic associations and neighborhood associations has enabled both the police
department and our communities to have effective and open lines of communication with direct
access to the police for questions or concerns. This partnership has proved to be an invaluable
resource in crime prevention efforts throughout Rockville’s communities for more than two decades.
In 1994, Chief Treschuk led the Rockville City Police Department to their first National Accreditation
status. Since that time the Department has been successfully re-accredited seven times over a
span of 23 years and continues to be recognized as an agency that is fully committed to meeting
and maintaining the national standards for professional administration and operations.
Aside from the normal duties of daily police response to calls for service, Chief Treschuk has
always made it a priority for the men and women wearing the Rockville police uniform to interact
with the community in many special ways, such as reading programs at local elementary schools,
safety talks at preschools and day care facilities, teaching at the Citizens Police Academy and the
35 community block party celebrations held every year in Rockville for National Night Out.

Mayor and Council History

This is the first time this has been brought before the Mayor and Council.

Attachments
Attachment A - Terrance N. Treschuk Resolution.pdf

Department Head:

Sara Taylor-Ferrell, Deputy City Clerk
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Clerk
  Sara Taylor-Ferrell, Deputy City Clerk
  phone: (240) 314 - 8283
  SFerrell@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Proclamation Declaring May 2016 as Historic Preservation Month in Rockville

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council read, approve and present the proclamation to
Nancy Pickard, Executive Director of Peerless Rockville.

Discussion

May is National Preservation Month. Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, Ltd. celebrates its
mission with a series of activities, starting with the presentation of a Proclamation from the Mayor
and Council.
It is the mission of Peerless Rockville to reach out and engage residents, visitors, students, and
preservationists by promoting historic places in Rockville and to encourage newcomers to learn
more about local preservation programs.
The National Trust for Historic Preservation's theme this year is This Place Matters: This campaign
isn’t just about photography. It’s about telling the stories of the places we can’t live without.
Through This Place Matters, we hope to encourage and inspire an ongoing dialogue about the
importance of place and preservation in all of our lives. May is the month to celebrate local history
and preservation.

Attachments
2016 Histroic Preservation Month Proclamation.pdf

Department Head:

Sara Taylor-Ferrell, Deputy City Clerk
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Clerk
  Kathleen Conway, City Clerk/Director of Council Operations
  phone: (240) 314 - 8282
  KConway@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Proclamation Declaring June 2, 2016 National Gun Violence Awareness Day in Rockville

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council read, approve and present the Proclamation to Major
Robert Rappaport of the Rockville City Police Department.

Discussion
Background: National Gun Violence Awareness Day
The death of Hadiya Pendleton occurred on January 29, 2013. Pendleton, a 15-year-old girl from
Chicago, Illinois, was shot in the back and killed while standing with friends after taking her final
exams. The Chicago Tribunenoted that the shooting captured national attention because
"Pendleton, a dimple-faced sophomore drum majorette, had performed just a week earlier at
festivities for President Barack Obama's second inauguration."
Following Pendleton's death, her friends asked their classmates to honor their murdered friend by
wearing orange. They picked the color orange because it symbolizes the value of human life.
Hunters wear orange in the woods to alert others that they are not the targets. That simple call to
action has grown into a national movement – and orange is becoming the symbol of gun safety.
Remember to wear orange on June 2, 2016.

Mayor and Council History

This is the first time this item has been brought before the Mayor and Council.

Attachments
2016 National Gun Violence Awareness Proclamation.pdf

Department Head:

Kathleen Conway, City Clerk/Director of Council Operations
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Division:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Manager
  Cable TV
  Marylou Berg, Director of Communications
  phone: (240) 314 - 8105
  MBerg@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Cable Communications Franchise Agreement with Comcast of Potomac, LLC.

Recommendation

Adopt the Resolution (Attachment A) to Approve a Cable Communications Franchise Agreement
(Attachment B) with Comcast of Potomac, LLC.

Discussion

Major terms of the Comcast of Potomac, LLC agreement:
The franchise has an effective date of April 1, 2016 - December 31, 2021.
The franchise allows Comcast of Potomac, LLC to own, operate, and maintain a system in the
public ROW to provide cable service.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will pay a 5% franchise fee, which will be divided among the Public,
Educational, Government (PEG) stations based on number of subscribers.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will provide the PEG stations with a grant of 3% of gross revenue.
Rockville may use up to 1% of the PEG grant from Comcast of Potomac, LLC for operations.
In order to use the money for operating costs, Rockville must match the remaining 2% from
general funds.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will open an additional customer service location on the eastern
side of Montgomery County for obtaining/returning equipment.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will provide continued free service to a number of non-profit
organizations and government agencies, including the City of Rockville.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will provide five High Definition (HD) channels to be used by the
County PEG stations. Rockville will share a municipal HD station with Takoma Park and
Montgomery Municipal Cable. Rockville will retain its Standard Definition channel.

Mayor and Council History

The terms of the agreement have been discussed with the Mayor and Council in executive session
during the negotiation process.

Public Notification and Engagement

Public notices were published as required before the August 3, 2015 and January 19, 2016 public
hearings that Montgomery County conducted on behalf of itself and the participating municipalities.

Attachments
Attachment A - Comcast resolution 2016.pdf

Attachment B - Comcast Franchise Agreement Effective 01 Apr 2016.pdf

Department Head:
Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/17/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Atttachment A

Resolution No.

RESOLUTION:

To approve a cable franchise agreement with
Comcast of Potomac, LLC

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of Rockville, granted to Comcast Cable of
Maryland, Inc., and Comcast Prime, LLC, LLC, a non-exclusive franchise for the operation of a
cable communications system within the corporate limits of the City of Rockville; and
WHEREAS, Comcast of Potomac, LLC is the successor in interest to Comcast Cable of
Maryland, Inc., and Comcast Prime, LLC; and
WHEREAS, Comcast of Potomac, LLC, applied for a new non-exclusive franchise for
the operation of a cable communications system within the corporate limits of the City; and
WHEREAS, Montgomery County, Maryland conducted a public hearing on behalf of
the County and participating municipalities on the proposed franchise on January 19, 2016; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 18-395, the Montgomery County Council approved a
Cable Franchise Agreement with Comcast of Potomac, LLC; and
WHEREAS, based upon the application and supporting materials supplied by Comcast
of Potomac, LLC, the Mayor and Council of Rockville finds that the proposed franchise will
serve the best interests of Rockville and its residents, provided that the franchise is upon the
terms and conditions set forth herein.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of Rockville,
Maryland, that renewal of a non-exclusive franchise for the operation of a cable communications
system within the corporate limits of the City of Rockville be granted to Comcast of Potomac,
LLC upon the following conditions:
1. Comcast of Potomac, LLC shall enter into an agreement with the City upon the same
terms and conditions as are set forth in the Franchise Agreement.
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Resolution No.

-2-

2. Comcast of Potomac, LLC and Montgomery County shall enter into a franchise
agreement, containing the same terms and conditions as are set forth in the franchise agreement,
granting a franchise in the unincorporated areas of Montgomery County.
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Acting City Manager of the City of
Rockville, be and he is hereby authorized to execute any and all documents necessary to
effectuate the intent and purpose of this Resolution.
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT This resolution shall become effective on
the date of its adoption.
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a
resolution adopted by the Mayor and Council at its meeting of

_________________________________
Kathleen A. Conway, City Clerk/Director
Of Council Operations
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Division:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Manager
  Cable TV
  Marylou Berg, Director of Communications
  phone: (240) 314 - 8105
  MBerg@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Agreement between the Mayor and Council of Rockville and Montgomery County, Maryland to
provide for the County to administer and enforce the cable communications franchise agreement
with Comcast of Potomac, LLC, within Rockville.

Recommendation

Approve the Agreement between the Mayor and Council of Rockville and Montgomery County,
Maryland (Attachment A) to provide for the County to administer and enforce the cable
communications franchise agreement with Comcast of Potomac, LLC, within Rockville.

Discussion

The City of Rockville has franchise agreements with two cable companies: Comcast and Verizon.
Montgomery County staff have recently negotiated cable franchise renewal agreements with
Comcast of Potomac, LLC on behalf of the County and most Montgomery County municipalities.
The City has testified in favor of the agreements, with some additional recommendations, in County
public hearings. The Montgomery County Council has voted to approve the Comcast of Potomac,
LLC Franchise Agreement, which went into effect April 1, 2016. The agreement must also be voted
on by each represented municipality. This agreement is similar to previous franchise agreements
the City entered into with the County for administration and enforcement.
The County administers and enforces the agreement, which includes things such as receiving,
investigating and resolving complaints; monitoring and enforcing consumer service standards;
monitoring and analyzing company compliance with technical (e.g. signal quality, safety of
equipment and installations, etc.) financial, and legal provisions of the franchise; reviewing and
analyzing required documents, reports, and maps; making appropriate filings and responses with
the Federal Communications Commission; and administering revenue received under the franchise
agreement. The County has its own professional staff and outside experts to perform these tasks
countywide. Since the City's franchise agreement is the same as the County's, and rather than
duplicate these efforts and expenses within the City of Rockville, the City pays part of its franchise
fee to the County to provide these services within Rockville as an extension of the County's efforts.
The other participating municipalities make the same arrangements with the County.

The principle terms of the County-Municipal Agreement are as follows:
The County agrees to administer the Comcast of Potomac, LLC franchise agreement in
Rockville as agent of the City.
The City will not be discriminated against in the array of channels and services offered by
Comcast of Potomac, LLC, or in the rates it charges to customers, insofar as the County is
authorized to regulate these areas.
Rockville will have a system-wide analog municipal television channel on the same terms as
other Public, educational, government (PEG) channels.
Rockville and the other participating municipalities will be permitted to program, and will

share, a High Definition channel.
If this Agreement is terminated, Rockville shall become responsible for the administration and
enforcement of the franchise agreement within its corporate limits and shall be entitled to
collect and retain the franchise fee and PEG Capital Grant on all revenues derived from
subscribers within Rockville.
All waivers and indemnifications for the County apply to the City.
If the County changes its law to increase the percentage of franchise fees the City pays for
administration and enforcement, the City may cancel the County-Municipal Agreement.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will pay a 5% franchise fee, which will be divided among the PEG
stations based on number of subscribers.
Comcast of Potomac, LLC will provide the PEG stations with a grant of 3% of gross revenue.
Rockville may use up to 1% of the PEG grant from Comcast of Potomac, LLC for operations.
In order to use the money for operating costs, Rockville must match the remaining 2% from
general funds.
Franchise fees shall be distributed to Rockville within thirty (30) days after receipt by the
County of the franchise fees from the franchisee.

Mayor and Council History

The terms of the agreement have been discussed with the Mayor and Council in executive session
during the negotiation process.

Public Notification and Engagement

Public notices were published as required before the August 3, 2015 and January 19, 2016 public
hearings that Montgomery County conducted on behalf of itself and the participating municipalities.

Fiscal Impact

Comcast revenues are estimated to increase by approximately 52 percent, from $425,700 to
$646,000, under the proposed agreement. The FY 2017 adopted budget includes $646,000 in
Comcast revenues.
The County will reimburse Rockville for $5,000 of the legal fees incurred by the city to negotiate
the renewal of the agreement.

Attachments
Attachment A - Comcast Rockville Muni Agreement.pdf

Department Head:
Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/17/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Attachment A

AGREEMENT TO IMPLEMENT THE COMCAST CABLE FRANCHISE BETWEEN
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
and
MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF ROCKVILLE
THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of the ____ day of _______________, 2016, by
and between Montgomery County, Maryland, a body corporate and politic (hereinafter referred
to as the “County”), and the Mayor and Council of Rockville, a municipal corporation organized
pursuant to Article XI-E of the Maryland Constitution (hereinafter referred to as the “Rockville”)
(collectively referred to as “the Parties”).
WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, the County enacted Chapter 8A of the Montgomery County Code (2014), as
amended, entitled “Cable Communications,” which allows for the grant of one or more
franchises for the construction and operation of a cable communications system in the County,
and for the administration and regulation of the cable communications system by the County
during the franchise term; and
WHEREAS, the County awarded a cable franchise to Comcast of Potomac, LLC
(hereinafter referred to as “Comcast”) and approved Comcast’s cable franchise agreement,
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 8A; and
WHEREAS, Rockville has the express authority to grant one or more exclusive or
nonexclusive franchises for a cable television system within its corporate boundaries, pursuant to
§1-708 and §5-204(d) of the Local Government Article; and

1
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WHEREAS, Rockville finds that it is in the best interest of its residents for cable systems
to be constructed and operated within its corporate limits; and
WHEREAS, Rockville finds that it is in the best interest of its residents that the awarding
and renewing of a cable communications franchise and administration and regulation of the
Comcast cable system, within the boundaries of Rockville, be undertaken by the County and to
this end has enacted an Ordinance, which adopts, with certain amendments, Chapter 8A so that
its provisions shall be effective within Rockville, and
WHEREAS, Section 6-1 et seq. of the Rockville City Code provides that the County is
requested and authorized to administer and enforce said Ordinance within Rockville; and
WHEREAS, by this Agreement, the Parties have set forth the terms and conditions upon
which the County will administer and enforce Rockville’s Cable Communications Ordinance and
implement Chapter 8A and the Comcast cable franchise.
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants contained
herein, the County and Rockville agree as follows:
1.

Rockville requests that the County administer and enforce Chapter 8A within the

corporate limits of Rockville, and authorizes the County to act as the agent of Rockville in
connection with the negotiation, administration and enforcement of the approved cable franchise
agreement to be effective within the corporate limits of Rockville. The County agrees to
administer the franchise within Rockville’s corporate boundaries as an agent of Rockville.
2.

To the extent permitted by law and by the franchise agreement, the following

obligations shall be enforced by the County and enforceable by Rockville:

2
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(a)

The cable communications system shall be constructed to serve all of

(b)

Rockville shall not be discriminated against in the array of channels and

Rockville.

services offered by the franchisee, or in the rates charged to customers in Rockville. This
provision applies only insofar as the County is authorized to regulate the franchisee’s channels,
services, and rates.
(c)

The following minimum access channel capacity shall be available for

programming by Rockville and the other Participating Municipalities on the lowest-cost tier of
service provided by the franchisee:
(i)

Rockville and Takoma Park shall each have one digital access

channel, pursuant to Section 6.1.1 of the franchise agreement.
(ii)

The other Participating Municipalities in Montgomery County

shall share one common digital access channel, pursuant to Section 6.1.1 of the franchise
agreement.
(d)

If the franchisee changes the channel designations for any municipal

channel, the County will divide the cost reimbursement provided for in Section 6.1.2.2 of the
franchise agreement equally among the affected Participating Municipalities without any
withholding by the County for administration or other reasons.
(e)

All waivers and indemnifications obtained by the County from the

franchisee shall inure to the benefit of Rockville.
3.

In addition to the digital channels, Section 6.7.5 of the franchise agreement

requires Comcast to provide the County with four (4) high definition (“HD”) channels.
3
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Rockville and the other Participating Municipalities will be permitted to program, and will share,
one of the HD channels.
4.

Franchise fees shall be distributed to Rockville in accordance with Section 8A-29

of the Montgomery County Code. If Section 8A-29 is amended to allow the County to retain
more than thirty (30) percent of Rockville’s franchise fees as compensation for the
administration of the franchise within Rockville, Rockville may terminate this agreement upon
thirty (30) days written notice. The distribution shall be made within thirty (30) days after
receipt by the County of the franchise fees from the franchisee.
5.

Upon the terms and conditions set forth in Section 6.2 of the franchise agreement

and the settlement agreement attached as Exhibit D to the franchise agreement, the County shall
distribute a portion of the 3% PEG Capital Grant (“grant”) from the franchisee to Rockville in an
amount that equals the percentage of all Comcast subscribers in the County who live in
Rockville, but the amount paid to Rockville may not exceed seven-ninths (7/9th) of the total
grant. In addition, the County shall distribute to Takoma Park and the Montgomery County
Chapter of the Maryland Municipal League each one-ninth (1/9th) of the grant. The distribution
of each installment shall be made by the County within thirty (30) days after the County receives
the grant from Comcast. The County’s obligation to distribute the grant as described above shall
not be extinguished as to the signatory of this Agreement if any of the other Participating
Municipalities terminates this Agreement in accordance with its terms. Any portion of the
capital grant that is not distributed by the County will be retained by the County for its use.
6.

Because the franchisee’s failure to comply with the provisions of the franchise

agreement will result in injury to Rockville, the extent of which will be difficult to determine,
4
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and because the franchise agreement provides for liquidated damages for certain breaches of the
franchise agreement, the County will collect, on behalf of the affected Participating
Municipality, liquidated damages in accordance with Section 13.6 of the franchise agreement
and shall distribute Rockville’s proportionate share to Rockville as permitted by law, Council
appropriation, and the franchise agreement. The foregoing shall apply to liquidated damages
payable pursuant to Section 13.6 if the breach directly harms Rockville.
7.

With the exception of paragraph 9, this Agreement shall expire and be of no

further force and effect upon revocation of the franchise by the County or Rockville, or
expiration of the franchise effective within Rockville; provided, however, that either party shall
continue to have the right to assert any claims with respect to any obligation or arising out of any
breach of this Agreement occurring prior to the revocation or expiration hereof. The franchise
within Rockville shall not be renewed or extended by the County without the approval of
Rockville.
8.

In the event of a material breach of this Agreement by either party, the party not

in default shall give the defaulting party notice of such breach and an opportunity to cure the
same for a period of thirty (30) days following the giving of such notice. If the defaulting party
does not cure the material breach within thirty (30) days of the date of such notice, this
Agreement may be terminated by the non-defaulting party upon ten (10) days’ written notice to
the party committing a material breach hereof. Any notice pursuant to this paragraph of the
Agreement shall be hand-delivered, with receipt acknowledged, or mailed by certified mail,
restricted delivery, addressed in the case of the County, to: Isiah Leggett, County Executive (or
successor), Executive Office Building, 101 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850, and in
the case of Rockville, to: _________________________________________________.
5
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Termination of this Agreement shall not result in the termination of the franchise agreement. If
this Agreement is terminated, Rockville shall become responsible for the administration and
enforcement of the franchise agreement within its corporate limits and shall be entitled to collect
and retain the franchise fee and PEG Capital Grant on all revenues derived from subscribers
within Rockville.
9.

The County agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold Rockville harmless from the

County’s actions in connection with the County’s award of the franchise, and the County's
administration and enforcement of Chapter 8A of the County Code, and the franchise agreement.
Any obligation or liability of the County arising in any way from this Agreement is subject to,
limited by and contingent upon the appropriation and availability of funds, as well as the types of
liabilities, damage caps and notice requirements stated in the Maryland Local Government Tort
Claims Act, currently found at Maryland Code Annotated, Courts and Judicial Proceedings,
Section 5-301, et seq. Any indemnification given by the County in this Agreement is not
intended to create any rights in any third parties. The County shall neither be responsible, nor
required to indemnify Rockville, for the negligence, misconduct, or inaction of third parties or
Rockville, its employees, or agents regarding any matter covered by this Agreement.
10. The Parties agree that Rockville is authorized to connect to the Institutional Network
as defined in the Comcast franchise agreement, including Exhibit D, under reasonable terms and
conditions for security and network management.
11.

This Agreement supersedes and replaces all prior agreements between the Parties

related to the enforcement of the Ordinance and the implementation of the Comcast franchise.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the County and Rockville have executed this Agreement as of
the day and year first written above.
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WITNESS:

__________

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By:_________________________
Isiah Leggett
County Executive
Date:_______________________

WITNESS:

___________

MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF ROCKVILLE

By_________________________

Date: ______________________

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY
BY ____________________________

DATE: _________________________
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Manager
  Louise Atkins, Management Assistant
  phone: (240) 314 - 240-314-8106
  LAtkins@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Public Property Naming and Commemoration Policy

Recommendation

Consider the proposed Public Naming and Commemoration Policy and provide instructions to staff.

Change in Law or Policy

Once adopted, this would be a new City Policy.

Discussion

Due to the numerous naming requests received by the city over the past twelve months, staff
decided to develop a comprehensive naming and commemoration policy that would be consistent
across city departments and property.
The draft policy, Public Property Naming and Commemoration Policy, is included for consideration
as Attachment A. This policy provides procedures for the initial naming of new city property as well
as recognizing individuals or groups that have played a significant role in the city. Recognition can
be in the form of naming or renaming City property and other commemorative actions.
City property that could be named for an individual or organization include city buildings, bridges,
storm water ponds, parks or features within those properties. The Mayor and Council have always
had final decision making authority for naming of public property, and the policy confirms this.
Requests for naming or renaming public property shall be filed with the City Clerk, and forwarded
to the appropriate Department Director. The Department Director will present the request to the
respective Advisory Board, to review the request and make a recommendation to the Mayor and
Council. The Mayor and Council are not bound by the recommendation of the Board.
The Policy suggests guidelines for naming City owned property. Priority should be given to names
carrying geographical, historical or cultural significance. Property may be named after an individual
or group that has an association with the property, or has made a significant financial or civic
contribution. Consideration for the naming of a property after a deceased individual should not
occur until the person has been deceased for at least one (1) year.
Many individuals have made significant contributions to the City, but the Mayor and Council may
not want to recognize those contributions by naming of city property after an individual. In those
cases, the City recommends that the Mayor and Council consider recognizing such individuals with
a plaque or other appropriate honor, based on the level and range of contribution made. A
separate commemoration policy has been recommended to address these requests, with the
appropriate Advisory Board making a recommendation to the Mayor and Council. As with property
naming, the Mayor and Council will make the final decision regarding commemoration.

Mayor and Council History

This is the first time this item has been brought before the Mayor and Council.

Boards and Commissions Review

This policy has been reviewed by the Recreation and Parks Advisory Board, the Traffic and
Transportation Commission and the Environmental Commission.

Next Steps

Staff will incorporate changes, if any, and bring a final copy to the Mayor and Council for adoption.

Attachments
Attachment A Draft - Public Property Naming and Commemoration Policy.pdf

Assistant City Manager:

Jenny Kimball, Deputy City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016

Attachment A

City of Rockville, Maryland
DRAFT
PUBLIC PROPERTY NAMING AND COMMEMORATION POLICY
May 17, 2016

1. Public Property Naming
A. Purpose:
The Mayor and Council of the City of Rockville believe that the naming of public property such
as buildings, bridges, stormwater ponds, parks, or features or spaces within those properties is a
matter of great importance and deserves careful consideration. The Mayor and Council,
therefore, enact this policy to establish a systematic and consistent methodology for the naming
of City-owned property. The purpose of this policy is to provide guidelines and
recommendations for decisions to name or rename City of Rockville public property.
This policy applies to the initial naming of a new city property, as well as requests to rename
existing city property.
B. Procedures:
Requests for naming or renaming of City property (“Request”) shall be filed with the City Clerk
by an individual or an organization. The Clerk will subsequently forward the Request to the
appropriate Department Director. The Department Director or designee will present the Request
to the respective Advisory Board (Board) at their next meeting. The Recreation and Parks
Advisory Board will receive requests for naming parks and recreation facilities. The Traffic and
Transportation Commission shall receive requests for naming bridges. The Environmental
Commission will receive requests for naming stormwater management ponds.
The Board associated with the specific naming request shall review the Request and make a
recommendation to the Mayor and Council for its consideration. A report with the
recommendation(s) will be provided to the Mayor and Council within three (3) months of the
Clerk’s initial receipt of the Request, in accordance with the following process:
1. The Chair of the Board may appoint a member of the Board to conduct a review of the
Request, using the guidelines outlined in this policy.
2. A recommendation by the Board requires a majority vote of the members present. Any vote
requires the presence of a quorum.
3. Upon a majority vote of the Board, the Staff Liaison will prepare a letter to the Mayor and
Council with the recommendation for consideration.
4. The Staff Liaison will file the letter with the City Clerk. The City Clerk shall provide a copy
to each member of the Mayor and Council and the City Manager.
5. The Mayor and Council have final decision making authority. The Mayor and Council have
sixty (60) days from receipt of the letter from the City Clerk to act on the Board
recommendation. In the event no action is taken by the Mayor and Council within 60 days,
the Request is denied.
6. City staff will inform the applicant of the decision.
Page 1 of 3
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C. Guidelines:
When considering naming of any City-owned property, the following guidelines shall apply:
1. Supporting documentation will be submitted with a naming request.
2. Priority should be given to names carrying geographical, historical, or cultural
significance to the area in which the property is located, or to the City as a whole.
3. Property may be named after an individual when the individual has an association with
the property, or the area in which it is located within the City.
4. Property may be named after an individual, living or deceased, or a group that has either:
a) Made significant financial or civic contributions to the City, or
b) Made a significant financial or civic contribution to the particular property/area
being named, including property donation.
c) The good reputation of the individual or group has been confirmed.
5. Consideration for the naming of a property honoring a deceased individual should not
occur until the person has been deceased for at least one (1) year, and the person’s
historical significance and good reputation have been secured in the history of the City.
6. Names should be chosen in a manner that avoids duplication, similarity, or
inappropriateness.
7. Suggestions for names for new City property may be solicited from organizations,
residents, and individuals.
8. The Board should carefully consider the most appropriate level of recognition
commensurate with the individual’s contribution to the Neighborhood, Subdivision,
Community, City, County, State, Nation, and/or World.
9. The Board may seek concurrence and advice from a historical society, particularly if the
name is intended to commemorate a historical event or cause.
10. An existing property should not be considered for renaming if the current name was
designated within the past ten years; however the Board may propose a waiver to the ten
year criterion.
11. If the Mayor and Council determines, in its reasonable and good faith opinion, that the
circumstances have changed since the naming of a City-owned property such that
continued association of the City with the name would adversely impact the reputation,
image, mission, or integrity of the City, the Mayor and Council may change the name of
the City-owned property with consultation with the respective Advisory Board.

2. Commemoration Policy
A. Purpose
The Mayor and Council believe that it is important to commemorate individuals who have made
significant contributions to the City of Rockville. The Mayor and Council, therefore, enact this
policy to establish a systematic and consistent methodology for addressing requests for
commemoration.
B. Procedures
Commemoration requests (“Request”) shall be filed with the City Clerk by an individual or
organization. The Clerk will forward the Request to the appropriate Department Director to
Page 2 of 3
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present (or to ask a designee to present) the request and staff recommendations to the respective
Advisory Board (Board) at their next meeting. The Board shall review the Request and make a
recommendation to the Mayor and Council for its consideration. A report with the
recommendation(s) will be provided to the Mayor and Council within three (3) months of the
Clerk’s initial receipt of the Request, in accordance with the following process.
1. The Board reviews the Request and staff recommendations, using the guidelines outlined in
this policy.
2. A recommendation by the Board requires a majority vote of the members present. Any vote
requires a presence of a quorum.
3. Upon a majority vote of the Board, the Staff Liaison will prepare a letter to the Mayor and
Council with the recommendation for consideration.
4. The Staff Liaison will file the letter with the City Clerk. The City Clerk shall provide a copy
to each member of the Mayor and Council and the City Manager.
5. The Mayor and Council have final decision making authority. The Mayor and Council have
sixty (60) days from receipt of the letter from the City Clerk to act on the Board
recommendation. In the event no action is taken by the Mayor and Council within 60 days,
the Request is denied.
6. City staff will inform the applicant of the decision.
C. Guidelines:
1. Commemoration shall be established for individuals or groups.
2. Supporting documentation will be submitted with a request for commemoration.
3. Staff will present recommendations to the Board for their consideration, as to the size,
scope and location of the commemoration.
4. Alternative options, based on level and range of contribution, should be considered,
including but not limited to:
a) Plaque in a prominent location within a public property
b) A plaque on an honor wall in a community center, or other City building
c) Naming an award
Mayor and Council Discretion
This policy is only a guide. Nothing in this policy limits the Mayor and Council’s ultimate
authority to vary from the terms of this policy, and to use its discretion in naming a City-owned
property or commemorating an individual or group based on the unique facts of a particular
circumstance.
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Division:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  Community Planning and Development Services
  Long Range Planning
  Cynthia Kebba, Planner III
  phone: (240) 314 - 8233
  CKebba@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan

Recommendation

Discussion and instructions to staff on the Planning Commission's March 2016 recommended
Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan.

Change in Law or Policy

Adoption of the Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan would represent an amendment to the City's
Comprehensive Master Plan. It would update City policies for the Rockville Pike Corridor (Planning
Area 9) in the areas of transportation, land use, parks and open space.

Discussion

The March 2016 document is the Planning Commission's recommendation for a plan to replace the
1989 Rockville Pike Corridor Neighborhood Plan, which is the existing policy document for Planning
Area 9 of the City's Comprehensive Master Plan (CMP). The Commission's recommended plan is
available at: www.rockvillemd.gov/rockvillespike. Upon adoption, the plan becomes part of the CMP
and the policy document for Planning Area 9.
State law requires that the Mayor and Council take action within 90 days of the Planning
Commission's transmitting a recommended plan, though the Mayor and Council may take a 60-day
extension. To take action means to approve the plan as recommended; amend and then approve
the plan; remand the plan back to the Planning Commission for additional work; or reject the plan.
If the Mayor and Council does not take action within 90 days (or within 150 days, after having
taken the 60-day extension), the Planning Commission's recommended plan will become approved
and part of the CMP.
At the April 25 and May 9 work sessions, the Mayor and Council raised a number of topics and
discussed suggestions for changes to the draft plan, but agreed not to make decisions until after
the final, May 16, public hearing. As discussed on May 16, the Mayor and Council will need to
provide direction to staff during the next two meetings (May 23 and June 6) in order for those
changes to be reflected in a revised document, with time for final review by the Mayor and Council,
and still be able to meet the State deadline for taking action. (See "Next Steps" for the schedule
for taking action).
In order to facilitate making decisions on topics previously raised by the Mayor and Council, key
topics are briefly summarized, followed by key questions related to each topic. Staff suggests that
a motion be made when a Councilmember wishes for a change to be made to the plan, followed by
a vote. No motion is needed if an item is to remain as recommended by the Planning Commission.
Referenced within the topic discussions, below, is the April 1, 2015 letter from the Mayor and
Council to the Planning Commission (Attachment A), which shows how the Mayor and Council
addressed each topic during its review of the prior (June 2014) draft. Attachment B is a chart that

shows how the Planning Commission addressed each Mayor and Council suggestion. (The Planning
Commission forwarded this information to the Mayor and Council in a communication in July 2015.)
Rockville Pike Cross-Section
The April 25 work session focused primarily on the Rockville Pike cross-section that is described on
pages 4-2 to 4-11 and illustrated on page 4-5 of the draft plan. Upon request from the Mayor and
Council, staff developed and provided an alternative cross-section that measures 216 feet from
building face to building face (Attachment C), compared to the Planning Commission's
recommended 252 feet and the current (1989) plan's 270 feet. The alternative cross-section
eliminates the plan's access lanes and on-street parking and increases the sidewalk widths. Other
features, besides the access lanes and parking, could be eliminated or changed in width or design
to create a different cross-section.
It is most important that the Mayor and Council determine a cross-section width for the Pike so
that future buildings can be sited so that they are not in conflict with any elements of the roadway.
Should the access roads (access lane and on-street parking) be retained or eliminated in the
plan?
If access roads are retained, should the cross section remain as shown on page 4-5 of the
draft plan and as described on pages 4-4 through 4-7?
If the access roads are eliminated, does the Mayor and Council endorse the 216-foot crosssection (Attachment C)? If not, what changes would the Mayor and Council like to make?
If the access roads are eliminated, should the city stop obtaining easements for inter-site
movement that are currently obtained at the time of development? Should the plan call for
abandonment of the existing easements?
Fleet Street Extension
The proposed Fleet Street extension is described on pages 4-16 to 4-17 of the plan. It is proposed
as a two-lane extension (one driving lane in each direction) that would connect Wootton Parkway
to Mt. Vernon Place in the North Pike. The recommended cross-section also includes, on the west
side, open space, a shared-use walk/bike path (similar to the existing path in that City-owned
right-of-way), and an area for trees and other landscaping. The east side of the cross-section
would include on-street parking, a sidewalk, and an area for trees and other landscaping.
This proposed extension is currently part of Rockville's master plan, both in the 2002
Comprehensive Master Plan and in the current (1989) Rockville Pike Corridor Neighborhood Plan.
The 1989 plan recommends it to be built as a four-lane road, with two driving lanes in each
direction. The Planning Commission's draft plan recommends it as a reduced two-lane road.
Significant testimony has been received on this topic in the past, with the majority being opposed
to the extension. Testimony received from the Richard Montgomery High School community and
the owner of DARCARS, at 755 Rockville Pike, have been opposed, with the DARCARS owner also
expressing opposition to the proposed perpendicular street that would connect Rockville Pike and
the Fleet Street extension (described on page 4-17 of the draft plan). There has also been some
testimony in favor, including a resident of the parallel East Jefferson Street from which traffic would
be diverted by the extension.
In an April 1, 2015 letter to the Planning Commission that included a number of requested changes
to the June 2014 draft, the Mayor and Council suggested:
- removing all content referring to the Fleet Street extension from the draft plan;
- adding language to the draft plan that clarifies that the extension also be removed from the
Proposed Transportation Improvements list on page 4-37 of the 2002 Comprehensive Master Plan;
and,
- that the City retain the right-of-way for pedestrian and bicycle access and for water and sewer
infrastructure.

The Planning Commission, in its responses to the Mayor and Council's requests, chose to keep the
Fleet Street extension in its March 2016 draft plan.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain the Fleet Street extension as it is described in the
current draft, change it, or remove it from the plan?
Does the Mayor and Council wish to add language indicating that the decision should also be
reflected in the CMP?
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain or remove language on new east-west streets in
the North Pike (page 4-17), which would connect the Pike to the proposed Fleet Street
extension?
East Jefferson Street Extension
The proposed extension of East Jefferson Street is described on pages 4-13 to 4-15 of the draft
plan. The draft plan describes this extension as "the most important transportation element for the
Middle Pike." It would extend East Jefferson Street from its current terminus, just north of
Congressional Lane, northward to Wootton Parkway. (This extension does not affect the existing
unconnected segment of East Jefferson Street that is located north of Wootton Parkway, parallel to
the proposed Fleet Street extension). Because it would offer a parallel alternative to Rockville Pike,
it is likely that this extension would mitigate some of the congestion at the Pike's intersections with
Congressional Lane and Twinbrook Parkway, both of which are highly congested at peak travel
times. The plan states that the East Jefferson Street extension should be considered "in conjunction
with any development or redevelopment that produces a significant impact on these intersections."
The Mayor and Council did not request that the Planning Commission make any changes to this
section in its April 2015 letter to the Commission and the Commission made no significant changes
between the June 2014 draft and March 2015 draft plan.
Representatives of Woodmont Country Club, the property that would be most affected by the East
Jefferson Street extension, have, in the past, submitted testimony in opposition to the extension
and later requested language that would limit the circumstances under which it would be built, if it
were to be built. At the request of the Club, the Planning Commission added language on page 414 that states that "the alignment and road design should be protective of existing residences and
sensitive to the Club operations." [emphasis added] No testimony has been submitted during this
public testimony process.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to make any changes to the E. Jefferson Street extension
as it is described in the draft plan?
Pedestrian/Bicycle Crossing over Train/Metro Tracks
The draft plan has no language regarding a potential crossing of the train/Metro tracks, to connect
the Twinbrook neighborhood and the Pike corridor. A prior draft did express this aspiration. The
Planning Commission's March 2013 draft included a recommended developer incentive of one to
two bonus stories above the base maximum building height, if the developer were to provide 1)
more affordable housing than the baseline requirement; 2) more open space than the baseline
requirement; and/or 3) a pedestrian and/or vehicular crossing over the railroad and Metro tracks.
The Planning Commission removed this provision for all three incentives in the June 2014 draft
plan, as part of its decision to lower maximum building heights.
In the April 2015 letter to the Planning Commission, the Mayor and Council suggested that
language be added to the June 2014 draft to indicate that providing pedestrian and bicycle access
over the CSX/WMATA tracks would be desirable as it would improve connectivity, accessibility and
inclusion. Testimony in favor of exploring such a crossing has also been received. Although the
Commission agreed that this added connectivity is desirable, they decided that it would be difficult
to implement and therefore did not add this language.

Staff has researched two locations east of the tracks that appear to be abandoned right-of-way
(shown on Attachment D). One location, comprised of two parcels in separate ownership, is at the
end of Broadwood Drive, between Lewis Avenue and the tracks. The west side of the tracks from
those is the Edmonston Crossing shopping Center.
The other location is one parcel at the end of Brooke Drive, between Lewis Avenue and the tracks.
The west side of the tracks from that property is a surface parking lot. None of these parcels is
currently held as right-of-way or in easements; but, as there are no structures on them, they
could serve as a starting point in exploring possible locations for a pedestrian/bicycle bridge over
(or tunnel under) the tracks. The issue of finding locations on the west side of the tracks for the
other side of the bridge also remains.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to add language to the plan indicating that a
pedestrian/bicycle crossing the tracks, between Edmonston Drive and Twinbrook Parkway, is
desirable and that options to achieve this should be explored?
Building Heights
Building heights are discussed primarily on pages 4-25 to 4-27 of the draft plan. However, specific
maximum heights are established on 4-35 within the discussion of ensuring that the corridor retain
a mix of different land uses. There, the draft plan establishes maximum heights of 10 stories for
non-residential buildings and 7 stories for residential buildings. The prior (June 2014) draft had
included only the 10-story limit for non-residential uses.
In the April 2015 letter from the Mayor and Council to the Planning Commission, the Mayor and
Council suggested removing specific maximum building heights from the plan and, instead,
identifying height requirements through zoning.
The Planning Commission did not remove the reference to the 10-story maximum. Instead, it
added the limit of 7 stories for residential buildings.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain, change, or eliminate the specific references to 7and 10-story building height maximums in the plan?
Jobs-to-Housing Ratio
It was suggested at the May 9 work session that all references to a jobs-to-housing ratio be
removed from the draft plan as this metric is more applicable to larger geographic areas than the
Pike planning area.
The Planning Commission added specific references to a jobs-to-housing ratio to the current
(March 2016) draft plan on pages 4-32 through 4-35, under the land use policy heading "Ensure a
Mix of Uses."
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain the references to a jobs-to-housing ratio in the
plan or remove them?
Community Centers and Other Indoor Spaces as Public Use Space
At the May 9 work session, there was a suggestion to add language to the Parks and/or Public Use
Space sections in Chapter 4, pages 4-37 through 4-39, to emphasize the need for community
centers and other indoor recreational space within the planning area. This goal would be in addition
to the goals related to parks and outdoor public use space.
The draft plan sets a goal of creating at least 10 acres of parks within the plan area, with at least
one park on each side of the Pike in the southern portion, one on the west side in the middle, and
possibly another on the west side of the northern portion. The current (1989) Rockville Pike
Corridor Neighborhood Plan does not establish policies for parks and public use space in the

planning area.
In addition, the draft plan requires that 15% of the site for development projects be made
available for public use space, or for fee-in-lieu of that public use space. The draft plan contains
language about how public use space should be oriented and assembled in order to create larger
and more useable spaces.
Page 4-37 of the draft plan, within the discussion of parks, includes a reference to the need for
indoor spaces: "community centers and other such recreational facilities will likely be needed within
and outside of the plan area to accommodate the corridor's future population growth." There is no
specific mention of the possibility for indoor space within the section on public use space.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to add language, within the Parks and/or Public Use Space
sections of the plan, to place additional emphasis on the need for community centers and
indoor recreation space?
Retaining Small/Local Businesses
A suggestion was made to place greater emphasis on the need to retain the "mom and pop" local
and small businesses that historically have been an important part of the Pike's commercial appeal.
There is general acknowledgement that retail rents often increase with redevelopment and
potentially can force vulnerable businesses away.
The draft plan contains a set of Corridor Planning Principles (Chapter 3) that originated out of the
early community meetings and were used to guide the work of the Planning Commission in drafting
the plan. On page 3-5, one of the draft Corridor Planning Principles, under the heading Economic
Viabilty, is "retention and attraction of a diverse retail community." This section includes the
following language under this heading:
"Retail is central to the economic success of the Pike neighborhood, and participants
identified the commercial and retail success as an element that should continue to be
supported. The plan supports small, large, locally owned and national chain retail, all of
which draw shoppers from throughout the region and contribute to the commercial character
of the Pike. As shopping centers age and redevelopment opportunities arise, participants
expressed that they would like to see the shops that they patronize remain."
The draft plan also notes (in Chapter 1) that rents vary by location within the corridor and that
certain portions of the corridor, especially the Middle and North Pike on the east side of MD 355,
are less likely to redevelop due to physical constraints. The implication is that rents may remain
fairly stable in this portion of the corridor.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to include additional language to emphasize the desire to
retain small and local businesses?
Affordable Housing - Work Force and MPDUs
While the draft plan notes that there will be thousands of new residents living in the Pike corridor
by 2040, it does not present any policy regarding affordable housing. Concern was expressed at
the May 9 meeting in that regard.
A prior draft did express this aspiration in part of the plan. As discussed above, the Planning
Commission's March 2013 draft included a recommended developer incentive of one to two bonus
stories above the base maximum building height of that draft, if the developer were to provide 1)
more affordable housing than the baseline requirement; 2) more open space than the baseline
requirement; and/or 3) a pedestrian and/or vehicular crossing over the railroad and Metro tracks.
The Planning Commission removed this provision for all three incentives in the June 2014 draft
plan, as part of its decision to lower maximum building heights.

The City is currently in the process of contracting with a consultant to produce a comprehensive
housing market analysis and needs assessment, which will inform the development of the Housing
Element of the Comprehensive Master Plan, as well as goals and strategies for Rockville's Housing
programs. That study is expected to be completed by late 2016 or early 2017, which is after the
State deadline for taking action on this plan.
If the Mayor and Council were to add language supporting the inclusion of affordable housing as a
goal in the plan, the following options might be considered:
1. Add language (suggested language is in bold) to the Corridor Planning Principles chapter. For
example, the title for Principle A.2., on page 3-2, might be amended to read "Mixed Uses and
Mixed-Income New Neighborhoods." The second sentence of the descriptive paragraph might
read "The plan supports creation of great new mixed-income neighborhoods within the Plan
Area...."
2. Add a new Principal land use policy, on page 4-21. It could be:
"No. 8. Ensure that the new neighborhoods will accommodate residents of all incomes."
3. Add a new sub-section, beginning on the current draft's page 4-35, which provides a discussion
of the policy. Staff suggests that the discussion could include language indicating that the plan
endorses accommodating residents of all income ranges. It could also say that current housing
programs, while very valuable, are not sufficient to accommodate the full range of households that
the new neighborhoods should include; and that the plan policy is to seek mechanisms to ensure a
broader level of inclusion.
4. Add, in the Implementation Table on page 5-17, a line as follows:
"Complete Housing Needs Study and identify/implement inclusion strategies for households of all
incomes."
An alternative approach would be to complete the housing study, and then include appropriate
language in the updated Comprehensive Master Plan, which would also apply to this planning area.
It is important to note, however, that the existing (2002) CMP already includes some supportive
language, including Policy 6 of the Housing chapter (page 10-1 of the CMP), which promotes
"policies and practices...[to] encourage affordable and accessible housing..."
Does the Mayor and Council wish to include language regarding affordable housing in the
Pike plan, or wait to receive the housing study and include citywide housing goals and
policies in the updated Comprehensive Master Plan?
If the Mayor and Council wishes to include language in the Pike plan, does the Mayor and
Council support the approach proposed above?
Under-grounding Utilities
The Mayor and Council has indicated support for under-grounding utilities along the Pike and,
possibly, in other locations.
The draft plan recommends that aerial utilities be re-located underground with the re-design of
Rockville Pike and along all new roads (page 4-31). Page 5-4 of the Implementation chapter
(Chapter 5) includes the following paragraph:
"For all roads that are being constructed or improved throughout the plan area, the City
should coordinate any planned replacement and upgrading of the water and sewer
infrastructure and place aerial utility lines underground, as was established in the 1989
Rockville Pike Plan and as continues to be the policy approach of this plan. After plan
adoption, a strategic plan should be prepared to identify locations and timing where utilities
should be relocated underground. The strategy will be used to coordinate proposed capital
projects and funding with other agencies and utilities."
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain this language or strengthen it in some way?

Reasons for Adopting a New Plan
The draft plan includes reasons why a new plan is needed for the Rockville Pike planning area in
the Executive Summary, under the heading "The Importance of Implementing the Plan" on pages
ES-7 through ES-8, and in Chapter 1, Introduction, under the heading "Why a Plan, and Why Now?
" on pages 1-3 through 1-5.
Additional reasons for adopting a new plan for the Rockville Pike Corridor were identified at the
May 9 work session. These include: 1) the corridor's role in providing a location for new housing
development, 2) protecting the environment by building density near transit and reducing sprawl,
and 3) protecting established residential neighborhoods from the pressures of development.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to add language to the Executive Summary and the
Introduction chapter to include the above-stated reasons for the plan?
Removal of references to "human scale" throughout the plan
Because it may be interpreted in multiple ways, it was suggested that the phrase "human scale" be
removed where it appears throughout the draft plan and, where appropriate, replaced with more
direct language.
Staff notes that the phrase appears on pages ES-6; 3-2; 4-21; 4-24; 4-25; 4-33 and 4-36 of the
draft plan.
Does the Mayor and Council wish to retain or eliminate this phrase from the plan?
If eliminating, should staff draft replacement language, where appropriate?
Fiscal Impacts
Staff was requested to bring forward data on fiscal impacts that was presented during the Mayor
and Council preview of the Planning Commission's June 2014 draft plan. Attachment E is the
summary of comparative fiscal impacts of development within the planning area.
Additional Topics for Decisions
Councilmember Palakovich-Carr distributed a list of proposed edits and revisions to the draft plan
(Attachment F). Decisions on these items and any others proposed by the Mayor and Council will
need to be made by the June 6 meeting.
Resolution to Extend the Deadline for Mayor and Council Action
June 11, 2016 is the 90th day after the Planning Commission transmitted its recommended plan to
the Mayor and Council. By June 11, the Mayor and Council will need to determine whether it
wishes to 1) take action (adopt, amend, remand or reject the Planning Commission's plan); 2) not
take action, thereby permitting the Planning Commission's recommended plan to become adopted;
or 3) invoke the State-permitted 60-day extension. If the Mayor and Council wish to invoke the
extension, a resolution stating that intention must be approved at either the May 23 or June 6
meetings. Attachment G is a resolution that would accomplish this purpose.

Mayor and Council History

In 2006, the Mayor and Council provided direction to staff to advertise a Request for Proposal for
consulting services to assist with an update of the 1989 Rockville Pike Corridor Neighborhood Plan.
The Mayor and Council approved the consultant contract on June 18, 2007. The consultant team
consisted of ACP Visioning + Planning for project management, land use and the public process;
Economics Research Associates (ERA) for economic and market analysis support; and Glatting
Jackson Anglin (later part of AECOM) for transportation support.

The consultant team presented its draft plan (Rockville's Pike: Envision a Great Place, December
2010) to a joint session of the Mayor and Council and Planning Commission on January 10, 2011.
Since that time, until it was transmitted to the Mayor and Council on March 14, 2016, the plan has
been with the Planning Commission.
The Mayor and Council and the public were provided an opportunity to review the Planning
Commission's prior (June 2014) draft plan. The Mayor and Council held an open house, hosted a
tour of the plan area, and held five public hearings between September 2014 and March 2015. The
Mayor and Council submitted a letter to the Planning Commission on April 1, 2015 that contained
their suggestions for changes to the draft plan. The Planning Commission resumed work on the
plan in April 2015, responded to the Mayor and Council's letter on July 17, 2015, made further
changes and approved a new draft on March 9, 2016. The letters between the Mayor and Council
and Planning Commission can be found at the project Web site, at
http://www.rockvillemd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/15294.
The Planning Commission Chair presented the recommended plan with a transmittal memorandum
to the Mayor and Council on March 14, 2016, whose agenda item included the transmittal
memorandum as an attachment. March 14, 2016 was the start of a State-mandated 150-day (90day plus 60-day extension) review and action period for the Mayor and Council.
The State of Maryland requires that one public hearing be held before the legislative body may
adopt the plan. That requirement was met on April 11, when the the Mayor and Council held the
first public hearing on the recommended plan. The Mayor and Council also chose to hold a second
public hearing on May 16. The Mayor and Council held work sessions on April 25 and May 9. The
public record for written testimony remains open through May 23, 2016. Attachment H contains
written testimony received through May 13.

Public Notification and Engagement

Notification of the release of the March 2016 recommended plan and how to access it, the April 11
and May 16 public hearing dates, and the May 23 close of the public record has been made
through the project Web site at: www.rockvillemd.gov/rockvillespike, newspaper notices, press
releases, Rockville Reports, Rockville 11, City listservs, social media, and other means.
Staff has also sent notice to the following: Montgomery County Executive, Office of the
Montgomery County Council, Montgomery County Department of General Services, Montgomery
County Planning Department, Montgomery County Department of Transportation, Montgomery
County Public Schools, Maryland Department of Planning, Maryland State Department of
Transportation, Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority, City of Gaithersburg, Rockville
Economic Development, Inc., and the Rockville Chamber of Commerce.
Since the beginning of the planning process, public engagement and notification have been central
features of developing the plan. They have included community planning meetings; a planning
charrette open to the public; meetings and discussions with neighborhoods, businesses, other civic
groups, Montgomery County, and the State of Maryland; public hearings with and written testimony
to the Planning Commission; use of Rockville Reports, Rockville11 and listservs to community the
content and opportunities to give input; and other means.

Boards and Commissions Review

The original consultant's draft was released in December 2010. The Planning Commission process
started in 2011. Since then, the Planning Commission has made substantial changes to the plan
and released drafts in March 2013, June 2014 and the current draft in March 2016. Testimony
reviewed by the Planning Commission included comments submitted by the Cultural Arts
Commission, Environment Commission, Recreation and Parks Advisory Board, Rockville Bicycle
Advisory Committee, Rockville Economic Development, Inc. (REDI), and the Traffic and
Transportation Commission. The Montgomery County Planning Board also has submitted testimony.

Next Steps

Assuming that the Mayor and Council approve the attached resolution to extend the deadline by 60
days, a proposed schedule for adopting a plan prior to the final August 10 deadline is provided
below.

Steps to Adoption of Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan
Proposed Schedule
Meeting
Milestone
Dates
March 9, 2016
(Planning
Commission)
March 14, 2016

April 11, 2016
April 25, 2016
May 9, 2016
May 16, 2016
Upcoming Dates
May 23, 2016

Planning Commission approved a resolution to recommend the Commission’s
March 2016 draft of Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan to the Mayor and
Council for adoption.
The attested plan was transmitted to and received by the Mayor and Council
and is posted online at www.rockvillemd.gov/rockvillespike. The 90-day
Mayor & Council review period started on this date.
Mayor and Council meeting - Public Hearing held.
Mayor and Council meeting - Work Session held.
Mayor and Council meeting - Work Session held.
Mayor and Council meeting – Second Public Hearing held.
Mayor and Council meeting – Discussion & Instructions.
Direction to staff on changes the Mayor and Council wish to make to
the Planning Commission's plan.
Approve the resolution to extend the deadline 60 days (to August 10).

June 6, 2016

Mayor and Council meeting - Discussion & Instructions.
Final direction to staff for changes to the plan.

June 11, 2016
July 11, 2016

July 18, 2016
August 1, 2016
August 10, 2016

90-day statutory period ends (based on March 14 start).
60-day extension starts.
Final review. Introduction of Ordinance to adopt the Rockville’s Pike
Neighborhood Plan as an amendment to the adopted master plan for
Rockville.
Adoption of plan.
Last scheduled Mayor and Council meeting date before summer break and
before the end of the 60-day extension period.
End of 60-day extension period.

Attachments
Attachment A - Mayor and Council letter to Planning Commission.pdf
Attachment B - Planning Commission Responses to Mayor and Council Letter.pdf
Attachment C - Alternative Pike Cross-section 216ft.pdf

Attachment D - Potential Crossing Locations.pdf Attachment E - Fiscal Impacts.pdf
Attachment F - Councilmember Palakovich-Carr's Proposed Changes.pdf
Attachment G- Resolution to extend time for action.pdf
Attachment H - Written Testimony 3-14-16 through 5-13-16.pdf

Department Head:

Susan Swift, Director of Community Planning and Development Services
Approved on: 05/16/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016
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Attachment B
Planning Commission’s Responses to the Mayor and Council’s April 1, 2015 Letter
Concerning the Draft Rockville’s Pike Plan
(The Planning Commission completed this review on May 13, 2015.
Numbers in the left column refer to the items in the Mayor and Council’s
April 1, 2015 letter to the Planning Commission)
Item # from Mayor and
Mayor and Council
Planning Commission
Council April 1, 2015 letter
Suggestion
Response
(See Attachment A for full
description)

Editorial Items
13

Agreed

16

Change more than 20 years old to
more than 25 years
Fix typo

18

Update Schools data

Agreed

24

Replace second “pedestrian” with
“automobile”

26

Fix typo

Agreed, but the Commission
changed “automobile” to
“vehicular”
Agreed

32

Fix typo

Agreed

36

Fix typo

Agreed

41

Remove reference to Road Code
(already accomplished)
Fix typo

Agreed

Correct school opening date from
2017 to 2018
Fix typo, correct date

Agreed

Correct date for Metro Station
opening

Agreed

42
44
45
46

B-1

Agreed

Agreed

Agreed

47

Remove reference to 80,000 cars
as it appears to be inaccurate.

Agreed. The Commission decided
to move this paragraph to become
the last paragraph under the
previous heading Post-WWII
Suburbanization and Popularity of the
Automobile and read as follows:
Automobile-oriented shopping
centers and their expansive
parking lots continued to
proliferate. A 1997 article in the
Washington Post noted that
“Humans fit comfortably in this
environment only when sealed
within their cars. Once drivers
become pedestrians, they are
vulnerable and out of place, as lost
and endangered as someone trying
to cross a busy airport tarmac.” 14

Wording Items
8

Re-number mode list

9

Add “safely” before
“accommodate”
Add the Mayor and Council
process to pages 1-2 & 4-1

11

No. The Commission decided to
keep the draft plan order.
Agreed
Agreed. The Commission decided
to add the following:
page 1-2, 5th paragraph: “The
Commission enabled the public
and the Mayor and Council an
extended review and comment
period in 2014-15.”
page 4-1, end of 2nd paragraph:
‘Those hearings were followed by
more work sessions and an
extended public review and
comment period held by the
Mayor and Council.”

15
19

20

Remove the words “perceived to
be.”
Add “and reduce climate impacts”
after “air quality.”
Amend heading to read “ Safe and
accessible pedestrian and biking
infrastructure and experience”

B-2

page A-13: Staff updated the
process to make it current.
Agreed
The Commission decided to
modify the suggested added
wording to read “and the level of
carbon emissions.”
Agreed. Staff will make the same
change to page ES-4.

21

Add: The plan supports small and
locally…

The Commission decided to
change the heading to read:
Retention and attraction of a
diverse retail community.
Change text of second sentence to
read: “The plan supports small,
large, locally-owned and national
chain retail, all of which draw
shoppers from throughout the
region and contribute to the
commercial character of the Pike.”

Issue Items
3

Edmonston Drive intersection

The Planning Commission
decided to add general language to
page 5-3 of the draft plan, under
the heading Roadway intersections,
noting that Pike intersections that
are at or reaching critical capacity,
such as that at Edmonston Drive,
should be studied to identify
potential improvements.

5

Pedestrian signal timing

The Commission decided to add a
bullet to page 4-8 or 4-9 of the
draft plan that states that a variety
of tools can be employed with the
multi-way boulevard approach to
ensure that pedestrians cross the
Pike safely, including refuge areas
and adequately timed pedestrian
walk signals.

6

Pedestrian crossing over railroad
tracks

No. The Commission decided
that, although this might be
desirable, it would be difficult to
implement.

7

Bicycle parking at/near BRT
stations

Agreed. The Commission decided
to add this to page 4-19 or to the
top of page 4-20 under the
heading “Optimize Access to and
Use of Public Transit” in the
section on Other Rapid Transit.

B-3

12

14

Consider adding language stating
that the vast majority of
development in Rockville in the
future will be re-development and
infill; etc.
Change the plan area boundary to
the western side of Jefferson
Street

No. The Commission did not
agree to this added language.

Agreed, but the Commission also
decided to include language to
make it clear that the plan area
does not include the land uses
west of the western edge of this
road.
The Commission decided to
remove the Market Demand
section, including the first 5
bullets, but keep #6 and #7 and
move to Real Estate and Market
Trends section. The Commission
feels that the supply and demand
potential for various types of real
estate are often cyclical and too
difficult to predict accurately far
into the future.

17

Remove the sentence (#4) under
the heading Market Demand on
page 2-7 related to office markets
in the I-270 corridor

23

Change wording to “Make New
and Reconstructed Streets
conform to the City’s Complete
Streets Policy”
Accessory building heights

The Commission decided to
change the wording to “Roadway
Projects must adhere to the City’s
Complete Streets Policy.”
No. The Commission decided to
keep the reference to a single story
and to amend the sentence to
read: buildings are allowed
throughout the Plan Area, but
their height should be limited to a
single story and their size,
appearance and use should be
clearly subservient to the primary
building.

Re-phrase to read “Most office
and retail uses are allowed
everywhere in the Plan Area.”

No. The Commission decided to
keep the draft plan wording,
except to remove the word
“most” and change the word
“everywhere” to “anywhere.”

31

34

B-4

35a

Remove two bulleted paragraphs
at the top of the page

No. The Commission decided to
keep both bullets. In the first
bullet, change “service” stations to
“filling” stations (to match the
zoning definition) and add that
electric car charging and other
non-gasoline automobile powering
stations may be allowed in new
locations.

39

Add a sentence under the heading
Strategically Locate and Right-Size
Parking

Agreed, but the Commission
decided to break it into two
sentences that read: The burden
for providing the required amount
of parking will lie with private
property owners. The City should
periodically assess parking
conditions within the Plan Area to
ensure that City needs are being
met.

43

Historic Resources

The Commission agreed to change
to a more general heading and to
add language to the text that
addresses more than historic
designation of
buildings/structures.
The Commission agreed that the
heading be changed to: Allocate
Resources for Historic Preservation
and that the text read:
The City should allocate sufficient
resources, starting early in the life
of the Plan, to proactively evaluate
buildings, structures and other
elements within the Plan Area that
may qualify for historic
designation, presently and in the
future. Plan implementation,
including road alignments, should
take into consideration properties
that could be designated as
historic, in compliance with
Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act. This
plan also encourages taking
actions to increase the public’s
appreciation for the Plan Area’s
on-going contributions to history.

B-5

25

Sidewalks in North/Middle Pike,
east side

29

Sidewalk buffer

37

Add a sentence that new parks will
also serve existing neighborhoods
adjacent to the Plan Area

38

Fee-in-lieu funds

No. The Commission decided to
keep wording as written in the
draft plan, but add “as long as
there is a buffer.” to the end of
the sentence.
Agreed
Agreed, but instead re-organize
first sentence to read: New parks
in the Plan Area can be expected
to draw from the wider City
population, neighborhoods
adjacent to the Plan Area, and
existing and future residents of the
surrounding county.
Agreed

Policy Items
1

Define specific building heights in
zoning, not in plan

10

Remove “…and it lowers the
maximum building heights near
the Twinbrook Metro Station
from the 2009 ordinance’s MXTD
maximum heights.”
Add a statement that the plan
seeks to make the best use of land
closest to mass transit and that
redevelopment will support and
increase the City’s tax base.

22

28

Remove “but generally mid-rise”

B-6

No. The Commission formed a
sub-committee to review building
heights in the draft plan that
resulted in a recommendation to
the full Commission. The
committee included Commission
members Goodman, Sherman and
Tyner. The full Commission
approved the finalized document,
“Building Height Considerations
by the Planning Commission” on
July 8, 2015 and agreed to send it
to the Mayor and Council, along
with the Commission’s responses
to the Mayor and Council’s April
1, 2015 letter.
No. The Commission declined to
remove this.

No. The Commission declined to
add this statement.
On page 3-5, C. Economic
Viability, #1, first sentence, the
Commission decided to add the
word neighborhood after the work
Pike, to indicate that retail is
central to the economic success of
the entire Plan Area, not just the
Pike itself.
No. The Commission decided
against this.

30

2

Combine and edit first two full
paragraphs.
Remove 5th bullet from top of the
page. Don’t differentiate height
limits based on use.
Remove Fleet Street extension

4

Vision Zero

27

Change “Center” frontage to
“Corridor” frontage in South Pike,
east of MD 355.

33

Allow residential townhouses
anywhere in the planning area

35b

B-7

No. See #1, above.
No. The Commission decided to
keep this bullet.
No. The Commission decided to
keep the extension in the draft
plan, adding the following
language to the end of the first
paragraph on page 4-16: “This
plan keeps the possibility of such a
link intact depending on future
circulation needs of the
neighborhood, though the
function and parameters of this
extension have been significantly
downsized in recognition of
community concerns.” The
Commission also decided to
change the word “will” in the first
sentence of the second paragraph
on page 4-16 to “would.”
The Commission agreed to
include this concept, but not to
include the Vision Zero label. The
Commission changed the wording
to read as follows: “It is a goal of
the City, in its design of roadways
and implementation of this plan,
to work toward eliminating traffic
fatalities and serious injuries.”
Staff suggests that this sentence
could be added to the Multimodal
Transportation Corridor Planning
Principles in Chapter 3, under the
heading Smooth and safe Vehicular
Flow on page 3-3.
Agreed. The Commission also
decided to apply a layback slope to
all “Corridor” frontages east of
the Pike that abut the railroad
tracks (i.e., north of the “Core”
frontage)
Agreed. The Commission decided
to change the wording of the first
bullet at the bottom of page 4-32
to read as follows: “Residential
uses (other than single-unit
detached houses) may be located
anywhere in the Plan Area.
Ground floor dwelling units in
multifamily residential buildings

40

Special taxing districts

must be set back from the build-to
line, except in the Neighborhood
frontages, to encourage activating
uses facing the streets at the
pedestrian level.
The Commission requested that
staff provide language that reflects
a concern that special taxing
districts could be burdensome on
some small businesses. It was also
discovered that the draft plan
already includes a
recommendation on special taxing
districts on page 5-6. Staff
suggests that the first sentence in
the fourth full paragraph on page
5-6 be moved up as the last
sentence in the third full
paragraph on that page and that
the fourth paragraph read as
follows:
“Businesses may find it in their
interest to participate in a special
taxing district for enhanced public
services such as maintenance,
security, marketing and other
activities relevant to a thriving
commercial area. If interest in
such a district is indicated by the
business community, the City
should consider working in
partnership with those businesses
to enable the special taxing
district. If this approach is
pursued, further study would be
required to determine the exact
capacity and structure of one or
more taxing districts, with
sensitivity to the needs and desires
of both property owners and their
tenants. The study should
determine priorities for the use of
funds and the amount of funding
to be used for specific projects.”

B-8
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Rockville Pike - Comparative Fiscal Impacts

Single-Story Retail – 100,000 Approximate amount of
square feet
prior and future retail at
1800 Rockville Pike
Existing Approved (1800
Rockville Pike)

Maximum Height
Total Number of Residential
Units

MXTD Standard

Maximum Height
Total Number of Residential
Units (Estimated)

MXTD – Additional Height

Maximum Height
Total Number of Residential
Units

Max
Height/
Units
N/A

Annual
Net Fiscal
Impact
$33,236

28-Year
Fiscal
Impact
$930,000

5 Stories
over retail

$99,287

$2,780,030

120'
(MXTD)
520
Units

10 stories
over retail

$130,029

$3,640,810

150'
(MXTD)
625
Units

12 stories
over retail

$149,711

$4,191,918

75’
(MXCD)

Stories

1 retail
story

356
Units
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Attachment F
Proposed Revisions to Planning Commission’s Recommended Rockville’s Pike Plan
Submitted by Councilmember Palakovich-Carr, May 12, 2016
Acknowledgements
-Add Barbara Matthews, former City Manager and Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Executive Summary
-Change name of plan from “Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan” to “Rockville Pike
Neighborhood Plan”
-ES-1: Extra space at start of second paragraph
-ES-1: Update COG future population projections
-ES-2: replace called out quote on left side. The master plan is in the process of being updated.
This quote will soon be out of date.
-ES-2, 1st paragraph: what is a “strong” public amenity? Replace the word.
-ES-2, 1st paragraph: change order of modes to “pedestrians, bicyclists, drivers, and transit riders”
-ES-2, 3rd paragraph: add consultant’s work prior to Planning Commission.
-ES-3, 6th paragraph: after “or outdoor enjoyment” add “within the plan area, but facilities exist
outside the plan area.”
-ES-3, 6th paragraph: add sewer
-ES-4: remove A.1 and 6
-ES-4: reorder B to 2, 3, 4, 5, 1
-ES-6: 1st paragraph: change to “an attractive, walkable and bikeable place.”
-ES-7: point 12: remove or rewrite. Current draft proposes a major policy change and is a
somewhat biased view of environmental impacts. Sprawl has bigger environmental impacts on
habitat loss, climate change, stormwater runoff, etc. than the impacts listed here.
-ES-7: second to last bullet: development has advanced beyond “ripening” near Twinbrook
Metro station. Need a different word.
-ES-8: third bullet: change to “a pleasant place to walk and bike…”
Chapter 1
-Add context: currently missing background on millions of dollars of infrastructure that was built
over decades (i.e. Metro) to create this opportunity.
-1-2: 2nd paragraph: cut “and it lowers the maximum building heights near the Twinbrook Metro
Station from the 2009 ordinance’s Mixed-Use Transit District (MXTD) maximum heights.”
-1-2: 5th paragraph change “an extended review” to “a review”
-1-2: 6th paragraph: add property owners
-1-3: add language about future development being infill development
-1-3: 2nd paragraph: the County is planning BRT, not a generic form of rapid transit. Be more
precise with language.
-1-3: 3rd paragraph replace “ripening”
-1-4: #4 lack of traffic capacity is underemphasized relative to the scale of the problem
Chapter 2
-2-7: #5 Update with more recent statistics and information.
-2-7: schools 2nd paragraph: language is not consistent with the City’s APFS school standard (e.g.
clustering).
-2-7: schools 2nd paragraph: Walter Johnson cluster should also be addressed. Richard
Montgomery isn’t the only high school that serves this planning area.

F-1

-2-9: 2nd paragraph: replace “dip” to “drop”
-2-11: 3rd paragraph: replace “Verizon’s phone system” with “Verizon’s telecommunication
system”
-2-11: 4th paragraph: update “Other upgrades are scheduled in Rockville’s 2013 CIP…”
-2-12: wastewater: update 2013 CIP reference
-2-12: WSSC: replace last sentence with “Water and sewer service in this area is regulated by the
WSSC.”
Chapter 3
-3-3: #7: Fails to recognize key external pressures, such as pressure on infrastructure from
development outside of the city and turnover in existing single-family housing stock.
-3-3: multimodal transportation bullets: reorder consistent with executive summary
-3-4: #4 remove 2nd paragraph
-3-5: flesh out #2. Include that the best use of land closest to the mass transit is higher density.
Also include that redevelopment will support and increase the City’s tax base.
Chapter 4
-4-1: 2nd paragraph change “an extended public review” to “a public review”
-4-7: 4th paragraph remove the sentence that begins “However, a sidewalk adjacent to the main
lanes of the Pike…” and corresponding language on the next page
-4-9: add a bullet about the benefits of providing space for stormwater mitigation
-4-16: remove Fleet Street extension. If not, add “and Hungerford neighborhood” to the 4th
paragraph after “Richard Montgomery High School community”
-4-19: Metrorail 2nd sentence: replace with “However, safety and capacity issues must be
addressed.”
-4-20: delete last sentence of 2nd paragraph
-4-20: 3rd paragraph: This seems premature to make this recommendation. The Mayor and
Council have not yet deliberated.
-4-20: 4th paragraph: replace “vital” with “vibrant”
-4-21: text callout: replace “vital” with “vibrant”
-4-25: 2nd paragraph: do we want to be more specific about the size and/or description of the
buffer?
-4-25: delete 1st paragraph
-4-25: 2nd paragraph: delete “, but generally mid-rise”
-4-25: 3rd paragraph: delete “particularly if occupied by non-residential uses that could
complement the multifamily dwelling units that are currently planned near the Metro station,”
-4-25: 4th paragraph: delete “Community input to the planning process suggests that no more
than 10 stories is suitable for Rockville within proximity of the Metro station.”
-4-27: replace three story minimum for south pike core with five stories
-4-27: 3rd paragraph: change to “Accessory buildings are allowed throughout the Plan Area, but
their locations and uses should be clearly subservient to the primary building.”
-4-29: odd selection for called out text
-4-30: 4th paragraph may need changed to be consistent with change on page 4-7 regarding
sidewalk placement
-4-32: 2nd paragraph: expand language on pedestrian and bicyclist access over or under railroad
tracks

F-2

-4-32: #7 remove job-to-housing ratio language
-4-33: Recent Trends 1st paragraph: delete third sentence on jobs to housing ratio.
-4-33: Recent Trends 2nd paragraph: the current language presents a false competition between
generations.
-4-33 and 4-34: replace 2nd paragraph with language about the City monitoring the types of uses
proposed with a goal of achieving a mix of uses.
-4-34: bullet points:
 1st bullet: delete
 2nd bullet: add that townhouses are not allowed in the Core
 3rd bullet: Change to “Most office and retail uses are allowed everywhere in the
Plan Area.”
 4th and 5th bullets: delete (address in zoning code)
 6th bullet: delete 1st sentence
-4-35: delete 2nd bullet
-4-35: 5th bullet, delete 2nd sentence
-4-35: Rewrite public facilities section. The language is overdramatic (i.e. “live or die”). Also
fails to make the connection between the need for new revenue to maintain existing services.
-4-36: 2nd sentence of 2nd paragraph is not consistent with city law
-4-37: 3rd paragraph: replace 1st sentence with “Redevelopment offers an opportunity for the
creation of open and green space for recreation and visual amenities, and to improve
environmental sustainability.”
-4-38: the p in “Plaza” should be bolded
-4-40: #12, 3rd paragraph see comment from page ES-7. This language surpasses the
requirements of the city’s forestry ordinance. Major policy changes should not be undertaken
through a planning document, but rather through ordinances.
-4-41: Revert to 2013 language on de-emphasizing parking. Remove language on allowing more
parking than requirements.
Chapter 5
-5-1: 1st paragraph: replace “such as controlling the height of buildings” with “such as building
heights”
-5-4: spell out AECOM (acronym is not defined)
-5-6: third paragraph, last sentence: this may not be true, given B.F. Saul’s purchase of 17 acres
-5-11: last sentence: see page 4-20 comment
-5-13: 2.a delete “the” before “land use policies”
-5-13: #3 add a comma after “corridor”
-5-14: #4 3rd paragraph: see comment on page 5-6
-5-15: 2nd paragraph: is this language about Historic Resources Management Plan consistent with
the Mayor and Council’s actions in 2015 regarding historic preservation?
-5-17: line starting with “Monitor need and ensure community needs…” has an extra space after
the parenthesis
Appendix A
-A-1: 2nd paragraph, last sentence: may need updated given additional outreach more recently
Throughout

F-3

-Replace “high-capacity transit service” or “rapid transit service” with “bus rapid transit”
-Add language somewhere about existing affordable housing laws and requirements
-Add Vision Zero

F-4

Attachment G

Resolution No.

RESOLUTION:

To extend the time for the Mayor and
Council to approve, modify, remand or
disapprove the Planning Commission’s
March 2016 Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood
Plan for 60 days, until August 10, 2016.

WHEREAS, on March 9, 2016, the Rockville Planning Commission approved a
resolution to recommend its March 2016, draft Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan to the
Mayor and Council; and
WHEREAS, on March 14, 2016, the Planning Commission Chair transmitted a certified
attested copy of the Commission’s recommended plan to the Mayor and Council; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 3-204 of the Land Use Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland, a legislative body may adopt, modify, remand, or disapprove a plan and may hold a
public hearing before remanding or disapproving and shall hold a public hearing before adopting
or modifying a plan; and
WHEREAS, on March 14, 2016, the Mayor and Council established two public hearing
dates of April 11, 2016 and May 16, 2016, and those public hearings were advertised and held on
the established dates; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council held work sessions on April 25, May 9, and May 23,
2016, to review and discuss the Planning Commission’s recommended plan, and make decisions
toward approving, modifying, remanding or disapproving the recommended plan; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 3-204 of the Land Use Article, the recommendation of
the Planning Commission shall be considered approved if the legislative body fails to approve,
modify, remand, or disapprove the recommended plan within 90 days after the date that the
Planning Commission certifies an attested copy of the recommended plan to the legislative body;
and
WHEREAS the 90-day period for the Mayor and Council to approve, modify, remand or
disapprove the recommended plan expires on June 11, 2016; and
WHEREAS Section 3-204 of the Land Use Article also states that if the legislative body
determines that there are exigent circumstances so that the legislative body is unable to approve,
modify, remand or disapprove the recommended plan, the legislative body may extend the
deadline for no more than one 60-day extension by resolution; and
WHEREAS the 60-day extension period expires on August 10, 2016; and

Resolution No.

-2-

WHEREAS the Mayor and Council has determined that there are exigent circumstances
so that it is unable to approve, modify, remand or disapprove the Planning Commission’s
recommended plan within 90 days; and
WHEREAS it is the desire of the Mayor and Council to extend the deadline to approve,
modify, remand or disapprove the plan by 60 days.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND, that the deadline to approve, modify, remand or disapprove the
Planning Commission’s recommended Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan is extended for 60
days, until August 10, 2016.

******************
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy
of a resolution adopted by the Mayor and Council at its
meeting of

__________________________________
Kathleen A. Conway, City Clerk/Director
Of Council Operations

Attachment H

Rockville’s Pike Neighborhood Plan
Planning Commission Recommended Plan, March 2016
Directory of Written Testimony, Received by the Mayor and Council
Since March 14, 2016
Name

Exhibit No.

McIntyre
Cornish
Crow
Bedard
Braverman
M. Wilson
Gordon
O. Harrison
Lei
Dulany
Alie
Hammerman
Birkhahn
Gorshkov
Swetlow
Hopkins
Stewart
Mork
McClane
Berber-Fisher
Darvish (DARCATS)
Chini
Mullican
Khanahmadi
Rhulen (Willco)
Rhulen2 (Willco)
Darvish (DARCARS)
T. Brown (White Flint Ptnsp)
Lynch
Petition
T. Pearson presentation (Saul)
Hannaford
Sever
M. Stein
Dlhopolsky (Linowes & Blocher, for Saul Properties)
Russ
Kong
Light
Malcolm
Mullican
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Lockman
M. Thomas
R. Johnson
Ucko
Lantner
Behbahani
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Goldberg
Sobalvarro
Williamson
C. Cook
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R. White
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A. Downs
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R. Martin
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Liu
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Division:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Manager
  City Manager
  Jenny Kimball, Deputy City Manager
  phone: (240) 314 - 8104
  jkimball@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

School Bus Parking

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council discuss the issues related to the County’s plans to develop the County
Services Park/East, Jeremiah Park and the need to find a permanent and potential interim locations for the school
buses and related operations that will be relocated from the existing bus depot as a result of the sale of the property.

Discussion

The Mayor and Council requested that an item be placed on the agenda to discuss the relocation of buses that is
being necessitated by the County’s desire to sell the County Services Park/East, Jeremiah Park for development in
relation to the Shady Grove Sector Plan and the County Executive’s Smart Growth Initiative.
Khalid Afzal, Area 2 Supervisor, and Patrick Butler from the Montgomery County Planning Department will attend the
meeting to answer any questions that the Mayor and Council may have concerning Montgomery County's application
for a Mandatory Referral Review for the acquisition of the 1000 Westmore Avenue property. Invitations to the
meeting were also extended to staff from Montgomery County Public Schools and the Montgomery County
Department of General Services, who stated they were not available to attend the meeting.
Background
In early 2015, the Montgomery County Executive asked the Montgomery County Council to approve a Declaration of
No Further Need for County Services Park/East, Jeremiah Park, which is the current location of the Shady Grove Bus
Depot. The Declaration was requested in order to develop the site in accordance with the Executive’s Smart Growth
Initiative. The Smart Growth Initiative was created to stimulate economic growth and address aging county-owned
facilities.
The County Council extended the time for action on the disposition of the County Services Park until December 31,
2015 and later until December 31, 2016, to allow for sufficient time to identify a permanent location to place the
displaced bus depot. The current deadline to vacate is January 2017. Chapter 11 B of the Montgomery County Code
stipulates that a property disposition is not considered to be final unless the County Council approves the Executive’s
Declaration of No Further Need.
MCPS operates six bus depots. The Shady Grove Transportation and Maintenance Depot is about 35 acres in size with
400 buses parking on the site and 700 vehicles parking for bus operators, attendants, trainers, mechanics and other
support staff. There are permanent and temporary structures on the site totaling approximately 38,000 square feet
of space. Provided at Attachment A, is a map which depicts the Bus Depot service areas across the County, other
locations in Rockville that have been mentioned as potential sites for school bus parking, and County and MCPS
property.
Blair E. Ewing Center
MCPS identified the Blair G. Ewing Center site as most viable for a permanent bus parking solution. The MCPS
Amended FY15-FY20 CIP included a request for $31.3 million to redevelop the Blair E. Ewing site for a replacement
depot.
The Blair E. Ewing Center and Mark Twain Park is located at the corner of Norbeck Road and Avery Road. It backs up

to the City limit at Rock Creek Park and is across Avery Road from the RedGate Golf Course. A portion of the
property is in a Forest Conservation Easement. The easement is on three of the four sides of the property. The Blair
Ewing Center and park is owned by MCPS and the city has a long term lease with MCPS for the use of the park.
The entire site (park and school building) comprises 22.5 acres. The park area is approximately 8 acres. The
recreational amenities at the park include two lighted baseball/softball fields with bleachers, two batting cages, a
tennis court, a soccer/multi use field, and a playground. The park also provides a shelter with picnic tables and grill.
Restrooms are available with a permit only.
There was significant community opposition to this proposal, including environmental, traffic concerns and the loss of
the athletic fields leased by the city for sports leagues. If the Blair Ewing site was to be used as a replacement
depot, then the current sports league programming operated by the City’s Department of Recreation and Parks would
need to be transferred to another location.
The redesign of MCPS Alternative Education (AED) programs resulted in the consolidation of all middle and high
school programs to the Blair Ewing site beginning in the 2014-2015 school year. MCPS planned to make capital
improvements to the site in support of the program and students. After further review, MCPS determined that the
structural configuration of the Blair Ewing site does not adequately support the new program design. Consequently,
MCPS planned to relocate the AED to the closed English Manor Elementary School, and renovate and expand it to
accommodate the Blair Ewing AED.
The English Manor Community passionately stated that their preference was to use English Manor as a much needed
elementary school, and not for Alternative Education Programs. At the public hearing for the Declaration of No
Further Need on March 17, 2015, several speakers objected to the proposal to move the Blair Ewing School to
English Manor and to redevelop the Blair Ewing site to a bus depot, citing environmental, traffic and safety concerns.
The Montgomery County Council did not approve the Board of Education’s request and removed $31.3 million from
the project. The County Council approved $700,000 in planning and “must be used to study the following:
options to relocate some or all of the current Shady Grove Transportation Depot functions to the Oaks Landfill
at 6001 Olney-Laytonsville Road, Laytonsville;
options to relocate some or all of the current Shady Grove Transportation Depot functions to 14501 Avery
Road, Rockville, the Blair G. Ewing Center facility currently located on this property also is the subject of a
feasibility study for the MCPS Alternative Education Programs;
options to build a parking garage on the front lot of the Carver Educational Services Center, 850 Hungerford
Drive, Rockville, these options must include both structured deck parking that would support only cars with
buses underneath and an option for structured deck parking that would support buses on upper decks as well
as on the ground level, both options must include an assumption that the resulting garage would include space
to share parking with Montgomery College;
options to build structured parking at the Randolph and Bethesda Transportation Depots to add parking
capacity for buses at those depots, these options must include review of the site with and without the facility
maintenance functions;
options to relocate facility maintenance, bus maintenance and repair, bus parking or other elements of the
facility and transportation depots to 14645 Rothgeb Drive, Rockville, the analysis must estimate the number of
additional bus parking spaces at transportation depots that are created from the relocation of facility
maintenance;
an analysis of the environmental and safety constraints of the Woodfield Road parcel at Snouffer School Road
and Muncaster Mill Road in Gaithersburg.
MCPS also may use planning funds appropriated to study relocation of all or some functions of the Shady Grove
Transportation Depot to other locations not specified in this PDF.”
The County Council also directed MCPS to conduct two studies in connection with the proposal to move the Blair
Ewing Center services to the English Manor site. The first study concerned the Blair Ewing site; while the second
involved another site to be chosen by MCPS that would be most appropriate for alternative education. The Board of
Education broadened this study to include all closed school sites. Staff understands that both the alternative
education and bus depot studies will be presented to the Montgomery County Council upon completion, later this
year.
Carver Educational Services Center
On February 9, 2016, the Montgomery County Council approved a supplemental appropriation of $1,725,000 to cover
the cost of improvements to the parking lot in front of the Carver Educational Services Center (Carver) to
accommodate 100 school buses, at grade level. It was presented as an interim solution to the bus parking need.

MCPS has not submitted a formal application to the City but did meet with staff on April 1, 2016 to ask questions in
preparation of an application. MCPS provided preliminary information on the project scope of work, which they
indicated was not final. The plans involve fully paving the existing parking area for the temporary placement of 101
school busses and ten foot high chain-link fencing with plastic slats around the perimeter of the parking lot. MCPS
included in the discussion that above ground fuel tanks, three portable trailers, and a temporary toilet facility were
also being proposed. On April 11, 2016, the Director of MCPS Construction indicated that the fuel tanks and toilets
are not needed, and the Carver building will provide the toilet accommodations to employees.
Residents have communicated concerns about the proposal to the Mayor and Council. On April 18, 2016, the Mayor
and Council approved a letter to the Board of Education formalizing their opposition to the proposal. Mayor Newton
read the letter at the April 19, 2016 Board of Education meeting. It is provided at Attachment B.
On Wednesday, May 11, 2016 staff from the Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS), Division of Construction,
hosted a public meeting about the Carver interim bus parking proposal at College Gardens Elementary School. The
meeting was attended by several hundred people, including representatives from the Maryland House of Delegates,
Montgomery County Council, MCPS Board of Education and Mayor and Council.
Staff from MCPS Division of Construction presented an overview of the project and anticipated review process. The
consulting engineer provided information on the various studies to be prepared for the proposed project and the
associated parameters for those studies. Following completion of their presentation MCPS opened the meeting to
public comment and questions. All of the speakers voiced opposition to the project and expressed several concerns
related to the proposal. The following is not an exhaustive list of all concerns expressed, but is a summary of general
themes presented:
noise impacts associated with the operation of the proposed bus depot at this location, given its adjacency to
residential uses;
health concerns given the concentration of over 100 buses at a single location and resultant air quality impacts;
traffic impacts on the intersection of Mannakee Street and MD355;
multiple buses utilizing neighborhood streets in the vicinity of the proposed depot;
impact upon the adjacent historic district and Carver High School building; and,
incompatibility of the proposed bus depot with the surrounding neighborhood.
MCPS staff indicating that there would be a follow-up meeting on the subject, however no date was provided.
On May 12, County Councilmembers Katz, Leventhal and Elrich wrote a memo to the County Council indicating their
view that further work on the proposal should stop immediately. It is provided at Attachment C. The memo
recommends that the County Council ask the Board of Education to cease any and all activity related to the proposed
Carver site, until further notice from the Council. The memo also requests that the Council President schedule
consideration of the Declaration of No Further Need in June, at a time when the issue can be thoroughly discussed.
On May 17, 2016 Council President Floreen sent a letter to Board of Education President Durso which stated the
following “I have scheduled a Council worksession on the property disposition and depot relocation issued for June
21. Until that time, we respectfully request that MCPS suspend all planning and other preparatory activity related to
the proposed Carver Site. Our staff will work with your staff and with Executive staff to prepare for the worksessin,
and I invite you and your Board Colleagues to attend this discussion.” The letter is provided at Attachment D.
1000 Westmore Avenue
On April 22, Montgomery County requested an administrative mandatory referral review from the Maryland National
Capital Park and Planning Commission for the acquisition of 1000 Westmore Avenue. The application for the
relocation of existing County Service Park facilities was in the form of a letter with no details and no site plan. It is
provided at Attachment E. The property is located just outside of the city limits, adjacent to the Lincoln Park and
Legacy at Lincoln Park neighborhoods. The city’s neighborhood plans have stated the desire to use this parcel for
residential uses.
The letter indicates that “DGS and MCPS have been working together to identify an interim solution for the relocation
of the Shady Grove maintenance depot and bus parking to several sites to allow the redevelopment of Jeremiah Park
and to provide MCPS the time necessary to refine a long term solution. The solution includes using Equipment,

Management and Transportation Operations Center (EMTOC) at 1700 Crabbs Branch Way for maintenance and
parking, and the Westmore site as well as other sites DGS is pursuing for the balance of the parking.” The letter also
indicated that a portion of the funding in an approved supplemental appropriation for the MCPS Bus Depot and
Maintenance Relocation Project (CIP Project No. 360903) would be used to acquire the Westmore site.
The above referenced CIP project was approved in the summer of 2015 by the County Council as a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $27 million to the County’s FY16 Capital Budget and Amendments to the FY15-FY20
CIP. It is also included in the County Executive’s Recommended FY17-FY22 CIP, with a revised cost at $33.5 million
“due to the additional modification of interim sites.” The project includes a comprehensive feasibility study and
planning for the relocation of the Bus Depot, including the acquisition of several sites (no specific sites listed) for
MCPS bus parking facilities to accommodate displaced buses when the site is redeveloped.
Montgomery Planning staff report that the County’s request will follow the full mandatory referral process, to include
an opportunity for public input. It is currently scheduled on the Planning Board’s June 16 agenda.
The site does not have adequate water and sewer service for a bus parking or an associated building. It currently has
limited access to City water service. The property is outside the Washington Suburban Sanitary District.
It should be also noted that the roads in this area are not well suited for a high volume of large buses. Additionally,
the streets are not well paved and lack curb and gutters. There are safety concerns in this area, specifically at the
intersection of Westmore Avenue and Ashley Avenue where the road is curved and sight distance is poor. A small
park and a playground are located at this intersection and children's safety concerns have been raised in the past.
Any additional traffic in this area will make this location even more unsafe. Finally, this site is in a very close
proximity (50-100 feet) to homes on Westmore Avenue, Moore Drive, and Ashley Avenue, and residents along these
streets will be negatively impacted by this project.
Gude Landfill
Recently, one or more residents suggested the possibility of locating a new school bus depot on top of the closed
landfill located at Southlawn and Incinerator Lane (previously the “Gude Drive” Landfill.) The property is currently
owned and maintained by Montgomery County’s Division of Solid Waste Services, in the Department of Environmental
Protection.
The landfill has been closed for a long time and many closed landfills across the United States have been successfully
reused as parks, golf courses, alternative energy generation sites (e.g., solar collectors or wind turbines) and even
schools, so a proposal to convert its use to a bus depot is theoretically possible. The site is just outside the city limits
and there are no residences in the immediate vicinity. While the facility has been closed for some time, it still
produces significant methane gas and has stormwater-related leachate which is currently collected, and treated. It
also has contaminated groundwater underlying it.
The County itself has proposed to use the landfill site as a bus depot (at least 6 years ago). That proposal is still in
play. However, in order to move it forward, the Maryland Department of the Environment (which has jurisdiction over
both active and closed landfills) would have to approve it. To get this approval, the site will have to undergo further
remediation to stop the groundwater infiltration and to clean up the existing contamination. This remediation would
include recapping the facility and thereafter leaving it vacant for at least 5 years to let the remediated facility and its
cap settle and for new vegetation to take hold. Thereafter, the County would still have to demonstrate that any
proposed structures (e.g., maintenance and fueling) on the property would be safe to build and work in.
Consequently, the remediation needs and the ongoing presence of methane, it is not clear whether the State or
County would ultimately want to see a vehicle maintenance facility or a fueling station erected on the site. In
addition, stormwater from the depot would have to be managed to prevent any erosion into the old landfill. In any
case, this reuse if approved at all, is still likely at least a decade away.

Mayor and Council History

On April 18, 2016, under the Old/New Business portion of the agenda, the Mayor and Council discussed the proposed
use of the Carver site for temporary bus parking, expressed their opposition, and approved a letter that was sent to
the Board of Education on April 19, 2016. Mayor Newton provided testimony at the April 19, 2016 Board of Education
meeting that reflected the City’s concerns. At the May 16, 2016 meeting, under the Old/New Business portion of the
agenda, the Mayor and Council noted their opposition to the 1000 Westmore Avenue property being used as an
interim site for school bus parking and stated that they would send a letter to Montgomery County, Montgomery
County Public Schools, and the Montgomery County Planning Department. Mayor Newton indicated that she would
prepare a draft letter for the Mayor and Council to consider at the May 23, 2016 meeting.

Next Steps

Staff recommends that the City continue to work with Montgomery County, Montgomery County Public Schools, the
Maryland National Capital Park, Planning Commission, and the community, as much as possible on finding a solution
to this issue. Staff requests direction and guidance on any additional actions that the Mayor and Council may be
interested in taking.

Attachments
Attachment A - County HS Cluster Depots with Ownership map.pdf
Attachment B - 041916 Letter to BOE.pdf
Attachment C - Memorandum from Councilmembers Katz Leventhal and Elrich regarding CESC.pdf
Attachment D - Council President Letter to Board of Education on the Carver Site.pdf
Attachment E - County's Mandatory Referral Request 1000 Westmore Ave..pdf

Department Head:
Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/18/2016
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Mayor and Council

   For the meeting on:
   Department:
   Responsible staff:

  May 23, 2016
  City Manager
  Jenny Kimball, Deputy City Manager
  phone: (240) 314 - 8104
  jkimball@rockvillemd.gov

Subject

Mayor and Council Action Report

Recommendation

Review and comment on the Action Report

Attachments
Attachment A M&C Action Report for 5-23-16.pdf

Assistant City Manager:

Jenny Kimball, Deputy City Manager
Approved on: 05/17/2016

City Manager:

Craig Simoneau, Acting City Manager
Approved on: 05/17/2016

Attachment A
Blue - new items to the list.
Red - latest changes.

Mayor and Council Action Report
Response
Method

Ref. #

Meeting
Date

Staff/
Dep

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status

MC-2014-1

1/27/14

CMO

Memo

Neighborhood Communication Initiative
Implement neighborhood communication initiative.
Status: Staff distributed a memo to the Mayor and Council on April 15, 2016 with
recommended next steps on the Neighborhood Communication Initiative and updates on
the Communication Task Force recommendations. A proposed communication initiative
based on Nextdoor, will be presented to the Mayor and Council this summer.

FA-2013-7

4/22/13

CMO /
CPDS

Agenda item

FA-2014-23

9/8/11

R&P

Future
agenda

FA-2014-25

9/8/14

CPDS

Future
agenda

FA-2014-35

9/22/14

DPW

Future
agenda

Town Center Parking
Status: The Mayor and Council held a worksession on Rockville Town Center Parking on
February 25, 2016, and received input from parking and property owners/operators,
merchants, and other parking stakeholders. The Mayor and Council will continue the
discussion on June 13, 2016.
King Farm Farmstead – Next Steps
Status: Staff is seeking a renter for the Farmstead House and will work with the City
Attorney’s Office to prepare a lease. The Mayor and Council also established a King Farm
Farmstead Task Force to assist in determining how to use the Farmstead property in the
future. At the meeting on March 14, 2016, the Mayor and Council directed staff to proceed
with appointments to the Task Force. Staff is working with the City Clerk’s office on
recruitment of Task Force members. Staff included information on the three resident
appointments in the May Rockville Reports and other media, to solicit applications for
Mayor and Council consideration.
Southlawn Industrial Area Study
Status: On February 29, 2016, the consultant team presented the study results to the
Mayor and Council. Staff will schedule a future worksession to review the consultant’s
recommendations and provide for direction from the Mayor and Council as to the next
steps.
Energy Rating
Discuss the feasibility of an energy score rating system for buildings that would encourage
energy efficiency updates. As a first step, ask the Environment Commission to examine similar
programs in other municipalities.
Status: On September 4, 2015, the City Manager provided a memorandum to the Mayor
and Council explaining building energy rating systems, Montgomery County energy
benchmarking and financing programs, and potential opportunities for the City of
Rockville. At the May 16, 2016 Mayor and Council meeting, staff presented information
about applying Montgomery County’s non-residential building energy use benchmarking
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program in the City of Rockville. A public hearing is scheduled for June 13, 2016.
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Westmore Property Next Steps
Discuss the Westmore development proposal to obtain annexation and City water and sewer.
Status: The Mayor and Council discussed this matter on July 13, 2015, and provided the
requested direction to the property owner regarding development of the property,
including the requirement for annexation prior to the City being able to provide water and
sewer services.
MFD Purchasing Program
Provide the Mayor and Council with an update on the status of the City’s MFD Purchasing
Program.
Status: This item was before the Mayor and Council at the October 5, 2015 and January
11, 2016 meetings. Staff provided another update on the MFD outreach effort by memo on
March 9, 2016, and will present the next update at a Mayor and Council meeting in July
2016.
Purchasing Study Response
Status: On October 19, 2015, the Mayor and Council received a presentation by Calyptus
Consulting. The City Manager distributed an action plan responding to the Calyptus
report on January 16, 2016 and presented the plan to the Mayor and Council on February
1, 2016. Public updates will be provided every six months. Interim updates will be provided
to the Mayor and Council as critical milestones are reached.
Youth Sports
Schedule a worksession with stakeholders to discuss safety in the City’s youth sports activities
that could result in head injuries.
Grants for Watts Branch Fishing
Research Federal and State grant opportunities to introduce trout to Watts Branch and pursue
designation as a youth and blind fishing area.
Status: The Chief of the Environmental Management Division met with the residents to
learn more about their proposal. Staff is in the process of researching and evaluating
options. The residents are promoting their proposal in an upcoming Rockshire newsletter
and will announce it at the May 11, 2016 Rockshire HOA meeting. The residents will
inform staff on the community feedback they receive. Upon completion of the refinement of
the proposal and the assessment of the options, staff will forward a memo to the Mayor and
Council with a recommendation on how to proceed.
Budget Development Briefing
Brief the Mayor and Council on the City’s strategy and process for developing the annual
operating and CIP budgets.
Senior Study Action Plan
Prepare an action plan in response to the Senior Services Needs Assessment and Gap Analysis
Study, and incorporate the plan into the implementation of the Mayor and Council’s priority
initiative to “Receive Senior Service Study and develop a multi-year implementation plan.”
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Police Staffing
Schedule a Mayor and Council discussion to follow up on the April 25, 2016 presentation on
Rockville City Police Roles and Responsibilities. Include the following topics in the discussion:
succession planning, over hire or temporary overages hiring approach, and drop program.
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Attachment A
-TentativeMayor and Council Meeting
June 6, 2016
Meeting No. 24-16
7:00 pm
7:00 pm
1. Convene
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Agenda Review
7:05 pm
4. City Manager's Report
7:10 pm
5. Proclamation Declaring June 14, 2016 as Flag Day in Rockville
7:15 pm
6. Community Forum
7. Mayor and Council's Response to Community Forum and Announcements
8. Mayor and Council Reports
7:35 pm
9. Public Hearing for Project Plan Application PJT2016-00006, EYA Tower Oaks
8:05 pm
10. Discussion and Instruction on Revisions to the Fire Code, Chapter 9 of the Rockville
Code of Ordinances
8:15 pm
11. Discussion and Instructions - Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan
9:45 pm
12. Review and Comment - Mayor and Council Action Report
13. Review and Comment - Future Agendas
14. Old/New Business
A-1

Attachment A
10:00 pm
15. Adjournment
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June 13, 2016
Discussion and
Instructions

Town Center Parking Worksession Follow Up

Approval

Agreement between the Rockville Mayor and Council and Rockville Economic
Development Inc.

Public Hearing

Public Hearing on the Ordinance to Amend Rockville City Code Section 1-8,
Application of County Law, Which will Allow Montgomery County Code Chapter
18A, Environment Sustainability, Article 6, Building Energy Use Benchmarking, to
Apply in the City of Rockville

Introduction and Introduction, and Possible Adoption, of a Bond Ordinance to Authorize the
Adoption
Competitive Sale of Tax-exempt 2016A General Obligation Bonds in an Amount
Not to Exceed $6,385,000 for the Purpose of Financing the Construction of Capital
Projects, Water, and Sewer Improvements as Reflected in the City's FY 2017
Capital Improvements Program (CIP) and Related Issuance Costs
Introduction and Introduction, and Possible Adoption, of a Bond Ordinance to Authorize the
Adoption
Competitive Sale of Tax-exempt 2016B General Obligation Refunding Bonds in an
Amount Not To Exceed $14,000,000 for the Purpose of Refunding Outstanding
Debt Previously Issued in 2007 and 2008, and Related Issuance Costs
Discussion and
Instructions

Discussion of Southlawn Industrial Area Feasibility Study recommendations

Adoption

Adoption of a Resolution Setting forth the Decision for Project Plan
PJT2015-00005, an amendment of the Chestnut Lodge Planned Residential Unit
(PRU2005-00022), to allow for seven (7) townhouse units instead of seven (7)
multifamily units on the former Main Lodge property at 500 West Montgomery
Avenue, and to allow for a maximum height of 51.5 feet where 40 feet is allowed
in the equivalent zone of RMD-15; JNP Chestnut Lodge LLC, applicant
Proclamation Declaring June 13 - 19 as Men's Health Week

Review and
Comment

Mayor and Council Action Report

Recognition

Recognition of the Rockville Leadership Academy Participants

June 20, 2016
Authorization

Authorization to File a Zoning Text Amendment To Reorganize and Revise the
Provisions for Historic Preservation in the Zoning Ordinance

Adoption

Adoption of Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan

Adoption

Adoption of An Ordinance Revising the Fire Code, Chapter 9 of the Rockville City
Code; and Establishing An Effective Date.

Proclamation

Proclamation Declaring July 4, 2016, as Mattie Stepanek Peace Day in Rockville

Proclamation

Proclamation Declaring July 2016 as Park and Recreation Month in Rockville

Award

Award of ADA Parking Lot Construction at F. Scott Fitzgerald Theatre/Social Hall

Presentation

Planning Commission Annual Report for 2015

Discussion

2017 State Legislative Priorities

Discussion and
Instructions

Discussion and Instruction to staff on Project Plan Application PJT2016-00006 EYA
Tower Oaks

Discussion

2017 State Legislative Priorities

Type of Item

Subject

Review and
Comment

Mayor and Council Action Report

July 11, 2016
Discussion
Presentation

Briefing on 2015-2016 Snow Response

Review and
Comment

Mayor and Council Action Report

Discussion and
Instructions

Discussion and Instructions to Staff on the Ordinance to Amend Rockville City
Code Section 1-8, Application of County Law, Which will Allow Montgomery County
Code Chapter 18A, Environment Sustainability, Article 6, Building Energy Use
Benchmarking, to Apply in the City of Rockville

Award

Award of IFB #(xx-xx), Flusher Truck, to (vendor) in the Amount of ($xx)

Presentation

Presentation on Small Cell Antennas and Proposed Ordinance Changes

Adoption

Adoption of Resolution Setting Forth the Decision on Project Plan application
PJT2016-00006; EYA Tower Oaks, applicant

Introduction

Introduction of Ordinance to adopt the Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan

July 18, 2016
Review and
Comment

Mayor and Council Action Report

Adoption

Adoption of the Ordinance to Amend Rockville City Code Section 1-8, Application
of County Law, Which will Allow Montgomery County Code Chapter 18A,
Environment Sustainability, Article 6, Building Energy Use Benchmarking, to Apply
in the City of Rockville

Discussion and
Instructions

Discussion and Instruction for zoning text amendment TXT2016-00xxx, to revise
the provisions for historic preservation

Presentation

Purchasing Workplan And MFD Update

Adoption

Adoption of Rockville's Pike Neighborhood Plan

August 1, 2016
Adoption

Adoption of An Ordinance for Text Amendments to the Historic Preservation
Regulations

Award

Award of Structural Repairs to King Farm Farmstead Dairy Barns

Review and
Comment

Mayor and Council Report

September 19, 2016
Public Hearing

Public Hearing for Zoning Text Amendment to Allow Installation of Small Cell
Antennas for Wireless Facilities (TXT2016-00244; Verizon Wireless, Applicant)

September 26, 2016
Introduction and Introduction, and possible adoption, of an ordinance to approve text amendment
Adoption
TXT2016-00xxx, revisions to the historic preservation provisions

October 24, 2016
Introduction

October 10 2016

Introduction of An Ordinance to Amend the Zoning Ordinance for Antennas, etc.

Type of Item

Subject

Discussion and
Instructions

Discussion and Instruction on an Ordinance to Adopt Zoning Text Amendment To
Allow Installation of Small Cell Antennas for Wireless Facilities (TXT2016-00244,
Verizon Wireless, Applicant)

November 7, 2016
Adoption

Adoption of an Ordinance for Antenna Text Amendment

