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VILLAGE OF MARTIN’S ADDITIONS

Meeting of March 15, 2006

									FINAL 4-5-06
    
8:00 p.m.
Chevy Chase Village Hall
5906 Connecticut Avenue
Chevy Chase, MD

·	ATTENDEES: Ed Rastatter, Council Chair; Noell Sottile, Vice-Chair, Tim Price, Treasurer; Diane Everts and Todd Mann. Staff: Allison Schwartz, Village Manager and Bonnie Baugh, Assistant Village Manager.  Others: Martin Klauber, People’s Counsel, Office of the People’s Counsel: Cathy Conlon, Supervisor, Subdivision Section Development Review Division Montgomery County, Department of Park & Planning. Residents:  Jon Fleming, Molly Freeman, Millie Shott, Peggy Eastman, Susan Fattig, Paula Goldberg, Debbie Roumell, Jerry Hergenreder, Janine Trudeau, Tom Rosenstiel, Natalie Strauss Welle, Ann Patterson, Jon Goldstein, Jeanne Livingston, Woody Turner, Yasmina Mudarres, Jim O’Brien, Debbie Metzger, John Kay, Bert & Ernie Liebman, Lynn King and Chris Dodge. 

    Discussion of Development Issues in Village

Martin Klauber, People’s Counsel. Office of People’s Counsel, gave a presentation on his provision of provides technical assistance to residents of Montgomery County in disputes over zoning ordinances.

Cathy Conlon, Supervisor, Subdivision Section, Development Review Division, of the Montgomery County Department of Park and Planning also spoke.  She assigns a staff member of the division to analyze, evaluate, and coordinate the review of any proposed Subdivision Plan in this county.
		
Ms. Conlon addressed the question concerning the likelihood of subdivisions occurring
in the Village which would involve using “pipestem” lots in which two or more houses are planned on a single lot back-to-back and served by a single driveway Ms. Conlon said that platted lots such as those located within the Village must go through the resubdivision process.  A resubdivision is reviewed more strictly than a typical subdivision. Because the proposed lots must be considered “ in character” with other lots in the neighborhood based on very specific criteria (including being the same general shape and same general footprint), Ms. Conlon does not think it is likely that any “pipestem” lots would be approved.
		
1.	Q:  Mr. Rastatter asked: what issues are legitimate to bring to the People’s Counsel. 
A: All requests are legitimate and the more information you bring to the Council, the easier it is to find a solution to the problem.
2.   Q:  Ms. Roumell asked: who establishes regulations? A: The County sets the regulations and works within the parameter of the Department’s regulations.
3:  Q:  Ms. Eastman asked: do small properties have tree designations? A: Unless  a 
municipality has an overlay process, such as in Garrett Park and Takoma Park which
have very strict conservation laws, a property owner can do whatever he wants with the trees on his property.  
4:  Q: Ms. Fleming asked: should the Village create a strict overlay process, which the 
County will abide by. A: The County provides a Community Planner to help establish this overlay. 
5.  Q: Ms Fleming asked: how does the Village find out who their Community is? A: Each area has a community planner, and to find out who is VMA’s, call the Maryland Department of Park and Planning and they will they will tell you. 
6.  Q:  Ms. Goldberg asked: who determines what area is environmentally sensitive and how often is the determination updated?  A: Maryland Department of Park and Planning identifies protection areas. These were updated in 2002 after not being updated since 1982. 
7.  Q:  Mr. Liebman asked: if VMA passes a tree ordinance, what is the penalty to a builder who cuts down any trees on private property? A:  The regulations set down by the VMA tree ordinance set the penalties for any infraction of the regulations.  The County Attorney must approve the tree ordinance.
8.  Q:  Ms. King asked: if VMA adopts a tree ordinance stricter than the County, do the County regulations take precedence over the VMA overlay? A: The County would adhere to the regulations of the VMA tree ordinance.
9.  Q:  Ms. Freeman asked: will having a stream in the Village stop development?  A:  The buffer is 100 feet on either side of the stream.
   10. Q:  Mr. Rosenstiel asked: how big must a stream be to have the 100-foot buffer?  A: The        
    stream can be very small, as long as rainwater keeps it running.
   11. Q:  Ms. Livingston asked: how updated is the map that Ms. Conlon brought to the Council  
   meeting? A: The map is updated when new information comes in from the municipalities.             
   12. Q:  Ms. Trudeau asked: should there be a limit to trees being cut down on private property     
   A: Not on an individual’s property.
   13. Q:  Mr. Hergenreder asked: could VMA stop development of houses that do not meet the   
   zoning ordinances but for which the County gave a building permit?  A:  VMA could go to the 
   County and protest the permit.  
   14. Q: Ms. Shott asked: if the neighbors do not esthetically like the type of house that is being   
   built  can something be done? A:  As long as the owner is meeting the regulations set by the 
   County, nothing can be done.   

II.	ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE COUNCIL:

The minutes of February 2006 were APPROVED.

III.	APPROVED the February 2006 Treasurer’s report.

III.	CITIZENS CONCERNS


Change of Management and Space
Ms. Freeman asked: why has the Village Manager’s office been moved out of the Village after 20 years of being in the Village.  Mr. Mann said the Council was in the final stages of signing a lease for space in the Brookville Business area. Ms. Welle asked: would it be feasible to buy a house in VMA to use as an office for the Village Manager and as a meeting place for the residents. Mr. Kay said that buying a house for the Village had been studied and had been found not feasible. Ms. Liebman thought the upkeep would be too much to maintain the house.

Ms. King was concerned that inadequate information had been given to the residents about the change of management and space.  She felt that if the Council had been contemplating it for six months, as it appeared to her that it had from a newsletter, then time should have been given to the residents to consider the information.  She stated that the Council had misled residents at the February Council meeting.

Mr. Fleming noted that there is always more complexity to these issues than gets mentioned publicly, and believes that the Council handled the changing of management and space appropriately. Ms. Roumell said that the Council was a group of residents voted into office and are volunteers.  She also believed it is within their authority to change the management and space without going to the whole Village.

Brookville Road Ride-on-Bus Proposal

Ms. Trudeau did not realize it was such a “hot issue”.  She added that the Council did not do a good job communicating information about the proposal.

Mr. Rastatter agreed with her. He said a survey was taken of the residents in 1999 and that time there were not then any strong views against having bus service on Brookville Road. Mr. Rastatter also said that his testimony offering support of the proposal at the Ride-on-Bus hearing was personal, and he did not represent the Village.  Other officials from the neighboring Villages also gave testimony from a personal viewpoint, but “but vehemently opposed it”.  

Mr. Turner, having been present at the hearing, confirmed that Mr. Rastatter did not speak on behalf of the Village. Ms. Baugh said that the proposal was shelved for now and it would be studied to see if another solution could be found.

Mr. Fleming made a report on HB1232, legislation clarifying that municipal corporations in Montgomery County may impose additional or stricter building requirements.  The original bill text, as introduced on February 10, apparently will be amended to eliminate various provisions applying to the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission.  He passed out his report to the residents that attended the March Council meeting. Mr. Fleming said that page 3 was relevant to VMA and if the amendment were passed it would be on track.  He added that prospects are that the amendment will clear both legislative delegations.

Ms. King said residents should be surveyed about HB1232 in May.

Tree Ordinance

Mr. Dodge was concerned with the TCC Tree Ordinance that was given out at the Winter Party at LaFerme.  He said it was a “back door” attempt to stop mansionization.

Mr. Rastatter said that the Village trees would be protected.
 
IV.	TREASURER’S REPORT 

The Council APPROVED the Treasurer’s report for February 2006.  The Village is 37.8 percent ahead of last year's revenues at this time and has spent $455 less then last year at the same time.

The County sent a letter to the Village Manager about reducing its rebate for services normally provided by the County, such as street maintenance, but paid for by the Village.

V.	VILLAGE MANAGER’S REPORT

Ms. Schwartz called the Maryland Transit Authority about the Ride-on-Bus proposal; and was told that it had been shelved until the State Highway Authority could study other possibilities, such as putting a bus-activated light at the corner of Leland Street and Connecticut Avenue.  This would obviate the necessity of running the bus on Brookville Road.

Ms. Schwartz said that she received a call from the Chevy Chase Historical Society asking her to attend a meeting with a supervisor from the State Historical Society.  The subject of the meeting is be the transferring of papers, that the Village had given to the Chevy Chase Historical Society, to the State Historical Facility in Crownsville, MD, to protect them from deterioration.

VI.	ASSISTANT VILLAGE MANAGER’S REPORT

Ms. Baugh said that Ms. Gordy would like the Village copier moved from her house to Ms. Baugh’s house for storage, until the Village office moves into its new space.

IX.	ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 10:35p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for April 19, 2006 at Burr Properties, 7021 Brookville Road, Chevy Chase, MD


Allison Schwartz
Village Manager

