TUESDAY, JANUARY 27, 2015
CITY OF COLLEGE PARK
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

7:00 P.M.
ORAL ARGUMENT CPD-2014-01
4618 College Avenue
Departure of 11.4 feet from the required 22-foot driveway width

7:30 P.M.
MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEETING
AGENDA
MEDITATION
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Councilmember Dennis
ROLL CALL

MINUTES: Regular Meeting of January 13, 2015; confidential minutes of closed session
on January 6, 2015

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF DIGNITARIES

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF NEWLY APPOINTED BOARD AND COMMITTEE MEMBERS
AWARDS

PROCLAMATIONS

AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

CITY MANAGER'’'S REPORT: Joe Nagro

STUDENT LIAISON’'S REPORT: Cole Holocker

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

PRESENTATIONS
ACTION ITEMS
15-G-05  Appointments to Boards and Committees Motion By:
To: Approve
Second:
Aye: Nay:

Other:



15-G-06  MC/PG 111-15 Prince George’s County Municipal Zoning  Motion By:

Authority: Discussion and Consideration of a position gﬁéﬁﬁé’-’m

Aye: Nay:
Other:

COUNCIL COMMENTS
COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE
ADJOURN

INFORMATION/STATUS REPORTS (For Council Review)
1. Legislative Report — Len Lucchi, O’'Malley, Miles, Nylen & Gilmore, PA

2. Worksession Discussions on City-appointed Boards: Revised Outline and Board
Groupings — Janeen S. Miller, City Clerk

This agenda is subject to change. For the most current information, please contact the City Clerk. In
accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance, please contact
the City Clerk’s Office and describe the assistance that is necessary.

City Clerk’s Office: 240-487-3501



7:00 p.m.
Oral Argument
CPD-2014-01
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MINUTES
Regular Meeting of the College Park City Council
Tuesday, January 13, 2015
7:30 — 8:11 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Fellows; Councilmembers Kabir, Wojahn, Brennan, Dennis,
Stullich, Day, Mitchell and Hew.

ABSENT: None.

ALSO PRESENT: Joe Nagro, City Manager; Janeen Miller, City Clerk; Suellen Ferguson,
City Attorney; Bill Gardiner, Assistant City Manager; Robert Stumpff,
Director of Public Works; Cole Holocker, Student Liaison.

Mayor Fellows opened the regular meeting at 7:30 p.m. and Councilmember Brennan led the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Minutes: A motion was made by Councilmember Dennis and seconded by Councilmember
Mitchell to approve the minutes of the Regular Meeting on December 9, 2014, and the
confidential minutes of the closed session on December 9, 2014. The motion passed 8 — 0 — 0.

Announcements:

Councilmember Kabir announced the Family Fun Bowling Bash being sponsored by the City’s
Recreation Board on Sunday from 1 — 4 at the AMF Bowling Lanes. He also discussed the
District 1 volunteer program where neighbors will help by shoveling show for senior citizens. If
you are a volunteer or in need of help with shoveling in District 1, contact your Councilmember.

Councilmember Wojahn reported on last night’s kick-off of “Live Smart, Eat Local” held at the
Board and Brew. The next one will be held on Wednesday, February 25, at 7:00 p.m., location
to be determined.

Councilmember Brennan announced the next meeting of the Berwyn District Civic Association
at 8:00 on Thursday at Fealy Hall.

Councilmember Dennis announced the 24™ annual tribute to Dr. Martin Luther King will be held
on Saturday, 2:00 p.m., at the Clarice Smith Center for the Performing Arts.

Councilmember Mitchell thanked the Public Works Department for their efforts on snow
removal, and announced that the Prince George’s County Municipal Association would meet on
Thursday night at the Old Parish House.

Acknowledgement of Newly Appointed Board and Committee Members: Mayor Fellows
recognized Carl Patterson (Housing Authority), Cory Sanders (Aging-In-Place Task Force),
Doris Ellis (EAC) and Matt Dernoga (CBE) who were in the audience and thanked them for their
service.
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Proclamations: Mayor Fellows read the City’s proclamation for the 24™ Annual Tribute to Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.: OQur Diversity As A People Is Our Strength As A Nation.

Amendments to the Agenda: None.

City Manager’s Report: Mr. Nagro reminded everyone that City offices will be closed on
Monday, January 19 for the Martin Luther King Day holiday. Trash and recycling will be
delayed one day next week.

Mr. Nagro announced his plans to retire after 25-plus years of serving the City in a multitude of
different positions. He is proud to have been the City Manager for the last 10 years, and thanked
the residents and staff for their support and kindness over the years. Mr. Nagro’s last day will be
June 30, 2015.

Mayor Fellows thanked Mr. Nagro for his service and said the City will embark on a nation-wide
search for his successor.

Student Liaison’s Report: Mr. Holocker said things are quiet since it is still winter break. In
the spring he hopes to move forward on some safety initiatives.

Comments from the Audience on Non-Agenda items:

Thea Scarato, 6 Hillside, Greenbelt, MD: She requested that the City Council take an official
position to oppose cell towers on school grounds, and presented several claims of health
concerns near cell towers.

Mayor Fellows heard a report about problems with large sediment run-off into Guilford Run
from the Knox Village development, and on Route 1, near the Cafritz development.

CONSENT AGENDA: A motion-was made by Councilmember Dennis and seconded by
Councilmember Mitchell to adopt the Consent Agenda, which consisted of the following
item:

15-G-01 Award of additional FY 2015 Education Grants as follows: $7,500 to Greenbelt Middle
School for their College Awareness Project; $2,500 to Buck Lodge Elementary School
for their Positive Behavior Intervention and Supports Program; and $2,500 to
University Park Elementary School for their Enrichment Clubs/Extended Learning
Opportunity Program.

The motion passed 8 — 0 — 0.
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ACTION ITEMS
15-G-02 Authorize a City legislative request for a two-year extension of City of
College Park Bond Bill 06-G168 for $400,000 for College Park City Hall

A motion was made by Councilmember Wojahn and seconded by Councilmember Brennan
That The Mayor And Council Authorize A City Legislative Request For A Two-Year
Extension Of The City’s Existing State Bond Bill 06-G168 For $400,000 For City Hall.

Councilmember Wojahn said the City received a State bond bill in the amount of $400,000 to be
used for the design and construction of a new City Hall. This bond bill was extended in June
2013, and the current deadline for using the funds is June 1, 2015. In late 2013, the City learned
that the University of Maryland Foundation would acquire property on Baltimore Avenue
through an inheritance. Some of the property adjoins the City Hall site. This property
acquisition created the possibility of collaborating with the University to redevelop the existing
City Hall site together with the Baltimore Avenue frontage. In 2014 the City stopped its design
work to expand City Hall in order to discuss with the University the possibility of a joint
development. In November 2014, with strong interest by the University, the City Council voted
to keep City Hall in its current location, and requested that staff pursue discussions with the
University to jointly redevelop the City Hall site and the Baltimore Avenue frontage. It is
expected that the collaboration between the City and the University will result in a stronger civic
presence for the City with greater visibility and access from Baltimore Avenue, and also
facilitate the redevelopment of the parcels along Baltimore Avenue. The change in plans makes
it impossible for the City to be able to expend the State bond bill prior to June 1, 2015. Given
the overall potential benefits of pursuing this course of action, it is hoped that the State
legislature will approve the requested extension. Councilmember Wojahn has spoken with Sen.
Rosapepe about this request, who said the fact that we have selected a location and have a plan to
move forward with redevelopment of City Hall at its current location would be a strong point in
the City’s favor.

Mayor Fellows said he hoped the University would help us in this effort.
There were no comments from the audience.
Councilmember Dennis clarified that this would be a request of the current legislative session.

Councilmember Kabir said he will support this but is disappointed that we did not do this at the
November 25 meeting when residents came out to discuss the location of a new City Hall.

Councilmember Wojahn said this does not extend or delay our decision-making process for City
Hall; it requests an extension of the $400,000 bond bill which would be necessary regardless of
the site that was selected.

The motion passed 8 — 0 — 0.

15-0-01 Introduction Of Ordinance 15-0-01, An Ordinance Of The Mayor And
Council Of The City Of College Park To Repeal And Re-Enact Chapter 161,
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“Recycling” In Its Entirety, To Require Source Separation Of Recyclable
Materials For All Owners And Residents Utlllzmg City Solid Waste
Collection Services

A motion was made by Councilmember Wojahn and seconded by Councilmember Dennis
to introduce Ordinance 15-0-01, An Ordinance Of The Mayor And Council Of The City
Of College Park To Repeal And Re-Enact Chapter 161, “Recycling” In Its Entirety, To
Require Source Separation Of Recyclable Materials For All Owners And Residents
Utilizing City Solid Waste Collection Services.

Mayor Fellows announced that the Public Hearing for this Ordinance would be held on Tuesday,
February 10, 2015 at 7:15 p.m. in the Council Chambers.

15-G-03 Appointments to Boards and Committees

A motion was made by Councilmember Wojahn and seconded by Councilmember Kabir to
reappoint Mark Shroder to the Noise Control Board and to appoint Philip Aronson to the
Committee for a Better Environment. The motion passed 8 — 0 — 0.

COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Councilmembers Mitchell and Dennis asked about the procedure a resident should use to request
“back-door pick up” of trash and recycling. Mr. Stumpff replied there is a form the resident
completes annually for a doctor to certify that the resident has a problem and gives Public Works
staff permission to enter on to their property for this purpose.

Councilmember Brennan requested a future Worksession on the topic of lowering the voting age
in City elections to age 16 to determine if this is a reasonable request for our City and to discuss
the impact it would have on staff and the Board of Elections.

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE: None.

ADJOURN: A motion was made by Councilmember Brennan and seconded by Councilmember
Dennis to adjourn the regular meeting, and with a vote of 8 — 0 — 0, Mayor Fellows adjourned the
meeting at 8:11 p.m.

Janeen S. Miller, CMC Date
City Clerk Approved
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Pursuant to §C6-3 of the College Park City Charter, at 9:33 p.m. on January 6, 2015, in the
Council Chambers of City Hall, a motion was made by Councilmember Dennis and seconded by
Councilmember Stullich to enter into a Closed Session for the purpose of discussing a personnel
matter. The motion passed 8 — 0 — 0 and after a brief recess the Council entered into the closed
session at 9:42 p.m.

Present: Mayor Andrew Fellows; Councilmembers Wojahn, Kabir, Brennan, Dennis, Stullich,
Day, Hew and Mitchell.

- Absent: None.

Also Present: Joe Nagro, City Manager.

Topics Discussed: Mr. Nagro discussed a personnel matter with the Council.

Actions Taken: None.

Adjourn: A motion was made by Councilmember Day and seconded by Councilmember

Mitchell to adjourn the closed session, and at 9:55 p.m. with a vote of 8 — 0 — 0, Mayor Fellows
adjourned the meeting.



15-G-05



Appointments to Boards and Committees 15-G-05

Councilmember Kabir:

e Appoint Judy Blumenthal and Lisa Ealley to the Aging-In-Place Task
Force

11
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Bill Gardiner, Assistant City Manager?)é
THROUGH: Joe Nagro, City Manager ’M

DATE: January 23, 2015

SUBJECT: Municipal Land Use Legislation

ISSUE: MC/PG 111-15 with amendments

SUMMARY:

A municipal zoning bill, MC/PG 111-15, has been introduced in the 2015 session, and
significant amendments have been drafted. The original bill and the amendments are attached.
The bill as amended would do the following:

e Expand the list of land use actions that the District Council may delegate to a
municipality to include Specific Design Plans and Conceptual Site Plans.

e Allow for full delegation by the District Council to a municipality for Detailed Site Plans.

e Accommodate smaller municipalities by allowing municipalities to choose between using

their own planning staff or the staff of M-NCPPC in order to exercise powers delegated

by the District Council.

Maintain the Circuit Court's appellate role over such municipal decisions.

Maintain a countywide zoning code to avoid piecemeal zoning.

Streamline the land use process by removing one step.

If a municipality has enacted a comprehensive ordinance to regulate fences, then it may

be less restrictive than county law.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff received the amendments on January 22" and will provide further analysis and a

recommendation to Council during the January 27™ Council Meeting. The City Council has
worked closely with Bowie and Greenbelt in the past to support legislation that would expand
municipal zoning authority.

The bill and the proposed amendments are tentatively scheduled to be discussed on February 4™
at a bi-county worksession. Council discussion and an official position on the bill at the Council
Meeting on the 27" will provide time to inform the bi-county committee prior to its worksession.

Attachments: MCPG 111-15
MCPG 111-15 Amendments Version 2
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Commuittee:

M.C./P.G. COUNTY

15,15, 12 DELEGATION sir0447

! Drafted by: Selle
1 No.:
Ll He Typed by: Gail
Requested: Stored — 10/22/14
Proofread by

Checked by 4

By: Montgomery County Delegation and Prince George’s County Delegation

(Requested by: Delegate Valentino-Smith)

A BILL ENTITLED

1 AN ACT concerning

Prince George’s County — Municipal Zoning Authority

MC/PG 111-15

FOR the purpose of exempting the exercise of certain powers by a municipal corporation

from a prohibition against the exercise of any powers relating to planning,
subdivision control, or zoning by a municipal corporation in Prince George’s County
in the Maryland-Washington Regional District; exempting the exercise of certain
powers by a municipal corporation from a provision of law limiting the exercise of
certain powers to the Maryland—National Capital Park and Planning Commission;
authorizing a municipal corporation in Prince George’s County to enact a
comprehensive local law regulating fences in the municipal corporation; establishing
that a certain local law regulating fences in a municipal corporation may be less
restrictive than certain local and zoning laws; repealing a provision of law
authorizing the Prince George’s County Council, sitting as the district council, to
revoke a certain delegation of site plan approval authority to the Prince George’s
County Planning Board only for a certain purpose; authorizing the governing body
of a municipal corporation in Prince George’s County in the regional district to
exercise certain powers of the district council and the county planning board relating
to the zoning of land in the municipal corporation; requiring a party of record to
appeal a certain municipal action to the district council for review before exercising

EXPLANATION: CAPITALS INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW.
[Brackets] indicate matter deleted from existing law

LR as prepared on Wednesday-October 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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a certain right to judicial review; making conforming changes; and generally relating
to the zoning authority of municipal corporations in Prince George’s County.

BY repealing and reenacting, with amendments,
Article — Land Use
Section 20-709, 22-120, 22-202, 22-203, and 25-210; and 25-301 and 25-302 to be
under the amended subtitle “Subtitle 3. Municipal Zoning Authority”
Annotated Code of Maryland
(2012 Volume and 2014 Supplement)

SECTION 1. BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND,
That the Laws of Maryland read as follows:

Article - Land Use
20-709.
[A] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN §§ 22-203, 25-301, AND 25-303 OF THIS
ARTICLE, A municipal corporation in Prince George’s County that is in the regional district
may not exercise any powers relating to planning, subdivision control, or zoning [not

granted to the municipal corporation by the district council under § 25-303 of this article].

22-120.
[Within] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN § 25-301 OF THIS ARTICLE, WITHIN the
regional district, any power granted to a planning commission or board of appeals under

Division I of this article shall be construed as vested exclusively in and may be exercised
only by:

(1) the Commaission; or
(2)  the board of appeals created or authorized by this title.

22-202.

(a)  This section applies to any zoning law that imposes a more restrictive height
limitation, lesser percentage of lot occupancy, wider or larger courts, deeper yards, or other

—9_

LR as prepared on Wednesday-October 22, 2014-04:01:56pnm
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more restrictive limitations than those provided by State, county, municipal, or other local
regulations.

() [A] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN § 22-203(D) OF THIS ARTICLE, A zoning law
described in subsection (a) of this section shall prevail in the area where it is imposed over
the limitations provided by State, county, municipal, or other local regulations.

22-203.

(a) A municipal corporation in Prince George’s County shall have concurrent
authority in its boundaries with the county Department of Environmental Resources,
Licenses and Inspections Group, to seek compliance with zoning requirements to the extent
that the requirements pertain to signs.

(b) A municipal corporation in Prince George’s County may enact local laws
regulating fences erected in front of the building setback lines on all residential property
located in the municipal corporation.

(©) A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION IN PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY MAY ENACT
A COMPREHENSIVE LOCAL LAW REGULATING FENCES IN THE MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION.

M) @) [Any] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN PARAGRAPH (2) OF THIS
SUBSECTION, ANY local law enacted under this section may not be less restrictive than

any local law in effect or subsequently enacted by the county council.

(2) ALOCAL LAWENACTED UNDER SUBSECTION (C) OF THIS SECTION
MAY BE LESS RESTRICTIVE THAN:

(I) A LOCAL LAW IN EFFECT OR SUBSEQUENTLY ENACTED BY
THE COUNTY COUNCIL; OR

(I) A ZONING LAW IN EFFECT OR SUBSEQUENTLY ADOPTED BY
THE DISTRICT COUNCIL.

25-210.

LR as prepared on Wednesday-Cctober 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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(a) (1) Subject to subsection (b) of this section, the district council may review
a final decision of the county planning board to approve or disapprove a detailed site plan.

(2) A party of record may appeal to the district council a final decision by
the county planning board to approve or disapprove a site plan.

(b)  The district council may only decide whether to review the final approval or
disapproval of a detailed site plan under this section within 30 days after the date the final
approval or disapproval was issued.

(© (1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsection, if the district
council decides to review an approval or a disapproval under this section, the district
council shall hold a hearing within 70 days after the district council issues the decision to
conduct a review.

(2) The district council may decide to extend the time to hold a hearing
under paragraph (1) of this subsection for up to 45 additional days on its own motion or on

request of the applicant.

(d) The district council shall issue a final decision within 60 days after the date
of the hearing.

[¢) The district council may revoke a delegation of site plan approval authority to
the county planning board only for the purpose of delegating approval authority over
detailed site plans to the governing body of a municipal corporation in the regional district
under § 25-301(c)(2)(ix) of this title.]

Subtitle 3. Municipal [Delegation] ZONING AUTHORITY.
25-301.

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this section, [the district council may provide

that] the governing body of a municipal corporation may exercise the powers of the district

council AND THE COUNTY PLANNING BOARD as specified in this subtitle.

(b) When exercising authority [delegated] under subsection (c) or (d) of this
section, the governing body of a municipal corporation:

—4-

LR as prepared on Wednesday-Cctober 22, 2014-04:01:%58pm
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(1)  shall be subject to the substantive and procedural requirements and
standards established by the district council; and

(2) may not impose:

1) [with respect to general delegation] under subsection (c) of this
section, a different requirement or standard than the requirements or standards that would
apply if [the district council had not delegated its authority to] the municipal corporation
HAD NOT EXERCISED THE POWERS AUTHORIZED UNDER THIS SECTION; or

(i)  [with respect to delegation] in a revitalization overlay zone
under subsection (d) of this section, a stricter requirement or standard than the
requirements or standards that would apply if [the district council had not delegated its
authority to] the municipal corporation HAD NOT EXERCISED THE POWERS
AUTHORIZED UNDER THIS SECTION.

(c) (1) This subsection applies to land in a municipal corporation in the
regional district.

(2)  The [district council may delegate to the] governing body of a municipal
corporation MAY EXERCISE the powers of the district council OR THE COUNTY PLANNING
BOARD, AS APPROPRIATE, regarding:

@) design standards;

(1)  parking and loading standards;

(i) sign design standards;

(iv) lot size variances and setback and similar requirements;

v) landscaping requirements;

(vi)  certification, revocation, and revision of nonconforming uses;

(vii) minor changes to approved special exceptions;

(viil) vacation of municipal rights—of-way; [and]

s iy

LR as prepvared on Wednesday-Cctober 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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(ix) [except as provided in paragraph (3) of this subsection, all]
detailed site plans;

(X) SPECIFIC DESIGN PLANS; AND
(XI) CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS.

[(3) The authority to delegate with regard to detailed site plans does not
apply to detailed site plans:

@) for a zone that requires detailed site plan approval by the district
council;

(i) that are required as a condition of approval of a zoning map
amendment or a preliminary plan of subdivision;

(1) for which the approval of a conceptual site plan or a preliminary
plan of cluster subdivision is required; or

(iv) that are required for designated parcels as a specific condition of
a sectional map amendment.]

d) (1)  This subsection applies to a revitalization overlay zone created by the
district council.

(2) For any portion of a revitalization overlay zone in a municipal
corporation, [the district council may delegate to] the governing body of a municipal
corporation MAY EXERCISE the powers of the district council OR THE COUNTY PLANNING
BOARD, AS APPROPRIATE, regarding:

@) design standards;
(i1) parking and loading standards;

(i)  sign design standards;

(iv)  lot size variances and setback and similar requirements; [and)

s e

LR as prepared on Wednesday-October 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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(v)  landscaping requirements;

(VI) CERTIFICATION, REVOCATION, AND REVISION OF
NONCONFORMING USES;

(VII) MINOR CHANGES TO APPROVED SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS;
(VIII) VACATION OF MUNICIPAL RIGHTS-OF-WAY;
(IX) DETAILED SITE PLANS;
(X) SPECIFIC DESIGN PLANS; AND
(XI) CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS.
(3) The [delegation] EXERCISE of powers under paragraph (2) of this
subsection may not impede a development that meets the requirements the district council

sets for the revitalization overlay zone.

(4)  For any portion of a revitalization overlay zone not within a municipal
corporation, the district council may authorize the county planning board to approve:

(1) departures from parking and loading standards;
(i1) departures from design standards; and
(iii) any variance from the zoning laws.
25-302.
(@) (1) Except as provided in subsection (b) of this section, any party of record
to an action of the governing body of a municipal corporation exercised under § 25-301(c)
of this subtitle shall have the same right to judicial review by the circuit court as the party

would have if the district council had taken the action.

(2)  Any party to an action of the governing body of a municipal corporation
or the county planning board exercised under § 25-301(d) of this subtitle shall have the

.

LR as prepared on Wednegday-COctober 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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same right to judicial review by the circuit court as the party would have if the district
council had taken the action.

() (1) With respect to an action taken [under the general delegation
authorized] under § 25-301(c) of this subtitle, before exercising the right to judicial review
under subsection (a)(1) of this section, a party of record shall appeal the action of the
governing body of the municipal corporation to the district council for review on the record
if the action concerns:

@) certification, revocation, or revision of nonconforming uses; [or]
(11) detailed site plans;

(III) SPECIFIC DESIGN PLANS; OR

(IV) CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS.

(2) On appeal, the district council may:

@) approve the action of the municipal corporation by a majority
vote of its members; or

(i)  approve the action of the municipal corporation with conditions
or overrule the action by a vote of at least six members.

3) () A person aggrieved by the action of the district council under this
subsection may request judicial review of the action by the circuit court.

(ii)) The municipal corporation whose action is affected by the action
of the district council shall be considered an aggrieved person.

SECTION 2. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, That this Act shall take effect
October 1, 2015.

LR as prepared on Wednesday-October 22, 2014-04:01:58pm
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BY: Delegate Valentino-Smith
(To be offered in the Bi-County Committee)

AMENDMENT TO MC/PG 111-15
(Sprint Copy)

AMENDMENT NO. 1
On page 1, in line 2, strike “Zoning” and substitute “Land Use”; and after line

3, insert:

“FOR the purpose of exempting the exercise of certain powers by a municipal
corporation in Prince George’s County from a prohibition against the exercise
of any powers relating to planning, subdivision control, or zoning that are not
granted to the municipal corporation the district council; authorizing a
municipal corporation in Prince George’'s County to enact a comprehensive
local law regulating fences in the municipal corporation; establishing that a
certain local law regulating fences in a municipal corporation may be less
restrictive than certain local and zoning laws; authorizing the governing body
of a municipal corporation in Prince George’s County in the regional district

to exercise certain powers of the district council relating to the zoning of land in
the municipal corporation; authorizing the governing body of a municipal
corporation to use the municipal corporations’ employees or the Commission’s
employees when exercising certain delegated authority; and generally

relating to land use and planning powers in Prince George’s County.

BY repealing and reenacting, with amendments
Article — Land Use
Section 20-709, 22-202, 22-203, 25-301
Annotated Code of Maryland
(2012 Volume and 2014 Supplement”.

On pages 1 and 2, strike in their entirety the lines beginning with line 4 on
page 1 through line 8 on page 2, inclusive.

AMENDMENT NO. 2
On page 2, after line 11, insert:

“20-709.

[A] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN § 22-203 OF THIS ARTICLE, A municipal

corporation in Prince George’s County that is in the regional district may not

exercise any powers relating to planning, subdivision control, or zoning not granted

to the municipal corporation by the district council under § 25-303 of this article.

22



22-202.

(a) This section applies to any zoning law that imposes a more restrictive

height limitation, lesser percentage of lot occupancy, wider or larger courts, deeper

vards, or other more restrictive limitations than those provided by State, county,

municipal, or other local regulations.

(b) [A] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN § 22-203(D) OF THIS ARTICLE, A
zoning law described in subsection (a) of this section shall prevail in the area where

it 1s imposed over the limitations provided by State, county, municipal, or other

local regulations.

22-203.

(a) A municipal corporation in Prince George’s County shall have

concurrent authority in its boundaries with the county Department of

Environmental Resources, Licenses and Inspections Group, to seek compliance with

zoning requirements to the extent that the requirements pertain to signs.

(b) A municipal corporation in Prince George’s County may enact local
laws regulating fences erected in front of the building setback lines on all
residential property located in the municipal corporation.

(©) A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION IN PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY MAY
ENACT A COMPREHENSIVE LOCAL LAW REGULATING FENCES IN THE
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION.

(D) (1) [Any] EXCEPT AS PROVIDED IN PARAGRAPH (2) OF THIS
SUBSECTION, ANY local law enacted under this section may not be less restrictive
than any local law in effect or subsequently enacted by the county council.

(2) A LOCAL LAW ENACTED UNDER SUBSECTION (C) OF THIS
SECTION MAY BE LESS RESTRICTIVE THAN:

(D A LOCAL TLAW IN EFFECT OR SUBSEQUENTLY
ENACTED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL; OR
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(I)) A ZONING LAW IN EFFECT OR SUBSEQUENTLY
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT COUNCIL.

25-301.

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this section, the district council may
provide that the governing body of a municipal corporation may exercise the powers

of the district council as specified in this subtitle.

(b) When exercising authority delegated under subsection (¢) or (d) of this
section, the governing body of a municipal corporation:

(1) shall be subject to the substantive and procedural requirements
and standards established by the district council; and

(2) may not impose:

(1) with respect to general delegation under subsection (c) of

this section, a different requirement or standard than the requirements or
standards that would apply if the district council had not delegated its authority to

the municipal corporation; or

(11) with respect to delegation in a revitalization overlay zone

under subsection (d) of this section, a stricter requirement or standard than the
requirements or standards that would apply if the district council had not delegated

its authority to the municipal corporation.

(c) (1) This subsection applies to land in a municipal corporation in the

regional district.

(2) The district council may delegate to the governing body of a

municipal corporation the powers of the district council regarding:

(1) design standards:

(i1) parking and loading standards;

(111)  sign design standards:
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(iv)  lot size variances and setback and similar requirements:

(v) landscaping requirements;

(vi)  certification, revocation, and revision of nonconforming

(vil) minor changes to approved special exceptions:

(viil) vacation of municipal rights—of—way: and

(ix)  [except as provided in paragraph (3) of this subsection,
all] detailed site plans:

(X) SPECIFIC DESIGN PLANS; AND

(XI1) CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS.

[(3) The authority to delegate with regard to detailed site plans does
not apply to detailed site plans:

(1) for a zone that requires detailed site plan approval by the

district council:

(11) that are required as a condition of approval of a zoning
map amendment or a preliminary plan of subdivision;

(111)  for which the approval of a conceptual site plan or a

preliminary plan of cluster subdivision is required; or

~(1v)  that are required for designated parcels as a specific

condition of a sectional map amendment.]

(d) (D This subsection applies to a revitalization overlay zone created

by the district council.
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(2) For any portion of a revitalization overlay zone in a municipal

corporation, the district council may delegate to the governing body of a municipal

corporation the powers of the district council regarding:

1) design standards:

(1)  parking and loading standards;

(111) _ sign design standards;

(iv)  lot size variances and setback and similar requirements:

and

(v) landscaping requirements;

(VI) CERTIFICATION, REVOCATION, AND REVISION OF
NONCONFORMING USES;

(VII) MINOR CHANGES TO APPROVED SPECIAL

EXCEPTIONS;

(VIII) VACATION OF MUNICIPAL RIGHTS-OF-WAY;

(IX) DETAILED SITE PLANS;

(X) SPECIFIC DESIGN PLANS; AND

(XI) CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS.

(3) The delegation of powers under paragraph (2) of this subsection

may not impede a development that meets the requirements the district council sets

for the revitalization overlay zone.

(4) For any portion of a revitalization overlay zone not within a

municipal corporation, the district council may authorize the county planning board
to approve:

(1) departures from parking and loading standards:
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(11) departures from design standards: and

(i11) any variance from the zoning laws.

(E) THE GOVERNING BODY OF A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION MAY USE THE
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION’S EMPLOYEES OR THE COMMISSION’S EMPLOYEES WHEN
EXERCISING AUTHORITY DELEGATED UNDER THIS SECTION.

SECTION 2. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, That this Act shall take
effect October 1, 2015.”.

AMENDMENT NO. 3
On pages 2 through 8, strike in their entirety the lines beginning with line 12
on page 2 through line 22 on page 8, inclusive.

EXPLANATION OF AMENDMENTS:

Amendment No. 1:
Technical

Amendment No. 2:
Maintains the current provisions of the bill with the following changes:

1. Authorizes the governing body of a municipal corporation to use the municipal corporation’s
employees or the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission’s employees when
exercising certain delegated authority.

2. Does not include provisions from the current bill that would have:

e Authorized the district council to revoke a certain delegation of authority to the county
planning board for a purpose other than delegating the authority to the governing body of
a municipal corporation.

e Authorized the governing body of a municipal corporation to exercise certain powers of
the district council without obtaining authorization from the district council.

e Authorized the governing body of a municipal corporation to exercise certain powers of
the planning board.

e Required a certain person to appeal a certain municipal action to the district council
before exercising a certain right to judicial review.

Amendment No. 3:
Strikes the current language of the bill in its entirety.
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O'MALLEY, MILES, NYLEN & GILMORE, P.A.

Attorneys & Counselors at Law

11785 Beltsville Drive, 10" Floor
Calverton, MD 20705
www.omng.com
(301) 572-7900 * (301) 572-6655 (f)

Matthew D. Osnos Mark G. Levin Nancy L. Slepicka Peter F. O’Malley

Lawrence N. Taub William M. Shipp Leonard L. Lucchi (1939-2011)

Lynn Loughlin Skerpon Kate Pomper Pruitt Stephanie P. Anderson

Nathaniel A. Forman Eddie L. Pounds Edward W. Nylen
(1922-2010)

John D. Gilmore, Jr.
(1921-1999)

January 23, 2015

TO: Bill Gardner, Assistant City Manager

FROM: Len Lucchi and Eddie Pounds, City Lobbyists
DATE: January 23, 2015

RE: Weekly Report

The first full week of the Maryland General Assembly is at a close and a new Governor has been
inaugurated. Here is a list of pertinent issues:

1. The Budget — The Governor gave a briefing on his proposed budget yesterday and
introduced it today. Here are some impacts regarding College Park:

a. Local aid — The Governor’s budget includes a $35 million cut in local aid. The
only municipal impact appears to be in police grants, continuing the cut that
Governor O’Malley made in the current budget through the Board of Public
Works. There does not appear to be any increase in Highway User Revenue
distributions.

b. Education aid — The Governor cut in half the discretionary grants to the larger
public school districts known as the Geographic Cost of Education Index. For
Prince George’s County Public Schools, this represents a 1% cut in is budget.

c. Purple Line — The Governor is maintaining funding for the Purple Line, as well
as the Red Line, but emphasized that no final decision has been made on going
forward.

d. New Regional Hospital — The Governor maintained the State’s commitment in
its MOU with the County to fund $230 million over the next three fiscal years.

2. Municipal Land Use Authority — Delegate Valentino-Smith has reworked her bill
(MC/PG 111-15) to allow the District Council to delegate authority to a municipality to
decide Specific Design Plans, Detailed Site Plans, and Conceptual Site Plans. A
BiCounty Committee Work Session is tentatively set for February 5, 2015.
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Weekly Report
January 23, 2015
Page 2

3. Extension of Bonding Authority for New City Hall — Senator Rosapepe and Delegate
Barnes will be sponsoring legislation to extend the deadline by which the City must
encumber the state capital funds for this purpose.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

THROUGH: Joe Nagro, City Manager

FROM: Janeen S. Miller, City Clerk ‘gfy\

DATE: January 23, 2015

RE: Worksession Discussions regarding City-Appointed Authorities,

Boards, Committees and Commissions

ISSUE

The Mayor and City Council discussed an approach for a comprehensive review of their
appointed Authorities, Boards, Committees and Commissions (hereafter referred to as
“Boards™) at the Worksession on January 20. Based on that discussion, adjustments have
been made to the proposed outline, and the list of 17 Boards has been categorized.

SUMMARY

Council reviewed a proposed outline for the comprehensive review of appointed Boards and
suggested revisions to the approach which are reflected on the outline that is attached. The 17
boards have been grouped into four categories. Boards will be invited to future Worksessions
based on those categories. The attached summary schedules “The Big Picture” discussions at
three Worksessions on March 3, 17 and April 7. Future dates will be determined.

RECOMMENDATION

Please review the revised outline and board groupings and let me know if you have any
revisions. Major concerns can be addressed at the Council meeting next week. After next
Tuesday’s meeting, I will contact the Boards and invite them to the Worksessions as shown
on the attached schedule.

Attachments:
1 — Outline Updated January 23, 2015
2 — Board Groupings

32



ATTACHMENT 1

2015 Council Review of City-Appointed Boards

Outline updated January 23, 2015

TOPIC W/S DATE DESCRIPTION WHO
(2015) ATTENDS

Plan The Approach January 20 Develop the Council,
outline/approach to Staff
address topics of future
discussion

The Big Picture — Part 1 | March 3 A fresh look at the Group I
complete list of City
Boards: legal role and

The Big Picture - Part 2 | March 17 relationship of advisory Group II
boards to the Council;

The Big Picture — Part 3 | April 7 review the charge: should | Group III and
any Boards be restruc- Group IV (if
tured, combined or possible)
eliminated; which are
inactive; is there an area
that we should add an
advisory board?

Recruitment issues.

The Big Picture — Wrap | TBD Council review and Council, Staff

Up discussion of what they
heard during Big Picture
discussions

Discussion of Board TBD Relationship between Council,

Relationships and Council, Boards and Staff | Staff,

Interactions with Liaison; Communication Staff Liaisons

Council and City Staff

between Council and
Boards; Council direction
on Board Workplans;
Council discussion on
budgeting funds for
boards, and policy
regulating use of funds
donated to City Boards;
legal authority of Boards
as appointees of Council;
duty of Boards to abide by
City policies and state/
county law.
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Council Discussion with
(Selected/All?) Boards

TBD

Meet with Boards to
review outcome of earlier
Council Work-sessions
and to solicit their
feedback: Review any
proposed changes; Review
General Rules and
Responsibilities that apply
to Boards; Discuss
Council-Board Interaction;
Clarify Role of Staff
Liaison; Clarify
Expenditure of Funds,
address issues raised by
the Board.

Council, Staff,
Boards and
Staff Liaison

Public Comment on Any
Proposed Changes

TBD

Summary of any proposed
changes to specific Boards
or to any policies are
reviewed prior to public
comment next week.

Public
Comment

Implementation

TBD

Finalize any changes that
are going to be made, and
determine the
implementation plan.

Council,
Staff

34



I1.

II.

IV.

ATTACHMENT 2

2015 Comprehensive Board Review
The Big Picture
Board Groupings

These have some regulatory or quasi-judicial authority:
Advisory Planning Commission

Noise Control Board

Airport Authority

Board of Election Supervisors

Cable Television Commission

Ethics Commission

These have some environmental component (or, in the case of the Farmer’s Market
resolution, specifically mentions collaboration with CBE)

Committee for a Better Environment

Sustainable Maryland Certified Green Team

Tree and Landscape Board

Farmers Market

These are unaffiliated/stray groups (all have funds/budgets)
Animal Welfare Committee

Education Advisory Committee

Recreation Board

Veterans Memorial Improvement Committee

These have a public safety component:
Neighborhood Quality of Life Committee
Neighborhood Watch Steering Committee
Citizens Corps Council

35



	Agenda
	7:00 p.m. Oral Argument CPD-2014-01
	Minutes
	15-G-05
	15-G-06
	1. LEGISLATIVE REPORT- Len Lucchi
	2. INFORMATION REPORT: REVISED OUTLINE FOR BOARD WORKSESSIONS

