


~Introduced By' Coun01lmember Douglas-_‘_

Drafted By: =~ L. Schwartz

" WHEREAS,

'WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

ADOPTED: May 8, 1989

Resolutlon No. 198943

the National’ Capltal Plannlng Comm1551on ("NCPC") hasi
issued the proposed Federal 'Capltal Improvements
Program for the National ‘Capital Region for flscal
years 1990-94 ("Federal . CIP") ; AND ' -

“the NCPC has forwarded this" document to the Clty for

rev1ew and comment AND

it is in the city's 1nterest to submit comments on the

Federal C¢IP, as plans  outlined by the. U.S. Postal - -

Service in thls document are of dlrect concern to the -
City; AND

the comments contained in the attached letter from the
Mayor concerning the U.S. Postal Service's plans for
locating a branch post office in the City of Takoma
Park have been prepared for submittal to the National
Capital Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF

TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND THAT, the Mayor and Council
hereby express their support of the comments on the
Federal CIP as contained in the attached letter from
the Mayor to the National Capital Planning Commission.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the city“Adminietrator is héréby'”"“—"

directed to send a copy of this Resolution to the-
appropriate authorities of the National Capital -
Planning Commission. ' B '

ADOPTED THIS 8th DAY OF MAY, 1989, IN SPECIAL SESSION.

lss:letters
fedcip90.res
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"ITEMS FOR COUNCIL ACTION: - @ ovoomovweoswhionn oo

1, unicipal Building Parking Lot Speed Hump Proposal.
Councilmember Leary summarized the history of the issue, noting that
as a result of safety concerns raised by members of the Elementary
School P.T.A., a trial program was instituted in January to try to
eliminate cut-through traffic from the parking lots behind the Munici-
pal Building and Library, so as to better ensure safety for children
walking to and from school. He pointed out that the program had been
rublicized in the Newsletter, comment was solicted from citizens and
also from City staff. He said the comments received were mixed,
however, 2 City department heads, i.e., the Library Director and
Director of Economic & Community Development, had submitted to the
Transportation, Planning and Zoning Committee fairly extensive commen-
tary strongly urging that some alternative means of controlling traf-
fic in the rear lots be sought, and suggesting and strongly endorsing
installation of some steep speed humps there in place of the barriers
dividing the lots. He said the recommendation of the Transportation,
Planning and Zoning Committee was to make permanent all the barriers
now existing with the exception of the vne that divided the back- -:
parking lots, and their suggestion would be to substitute a series of
.Steep speed humps for those barriers (which would be removed) =- with
the exact number of speed humps needed to be determined by the Direc-
tor of Public Works and the Police Chief. He said he thought a
minimum of three speed humps would be necessary, and that they should
be steeper than those installed on City streets, designed to force

. traffic to a wvirtual halt. He said the committee thought that ap- -
proach would eliminate complaints about inconvenience that wére re-
ceived. = In addition, he noted that some had observed that the bar-

riers dividing the rear lots did not eliminate all speeding from that -

area, and the speed humps should do s¢. Mr. Leary related that prior
to the meeting, he had received a telephone call from the incoming
president of the elementary schocl P.T.A., Mary Ellen Keening, and she
had told him that the P.T.A. preferred the present barriers dividing
the rear lots to the proposed speed humps. He said he had explained
to her the rationale for proposing to remove the barriers and install:
steep speed humps, and her response had been that it appeared reason-
able to her.

Councilmember Hamilton pointed out that Ride-0On had been authorized by
the City to turn the midnight bus around on the parking lot; he
inguired how the steep speed humps would affect the buses. Mr. Leary
responded that the speed humps would render it more difficult for the
buses to turn around. Councilmember Douglas commented that what the
committee had in mind were the sort of speed bumps used generally in
rarking lots everywhere; he said he did not think they would be much
of a problem. for the buses. Councilmember Leary said he had received

a number of calls about the temporary barrier in front of the Munici-

pal Building closing off the entry from Maple Avenue, and said the
intent of the committee was to make that permanent by installation of
some sort of very heavy barrier that could be moved, if necessary, by
Public Works, but not by just anvone wishing to do so.

Mayvor Pro Tem d'Eustachio noted the item would be placed on a
worksession agenda for further discussion; he said it may also be
discussed by a Council committee prior to being scheduled for
worksession.

2. First Reading of an Ordinance Authoriging Installation of Two
Speed Humps on Woodland Avenue. ,

Councilmember Douglas moved acceptance fTor First Reading, duly
seconded by Councilmember Hamilton. Councilmember Sharp raised the
question, which he reminded he had raised previously when speed humps
were addressed, i.e., whether considexation was- heing given to not
only a policy in terms of traffic flow and needs, but also in terms of
paying for such installations. Councilmember Douglas said he rsecalled
that question had been referred to the committee, but he was uncertain
whether they had started work on it or not. Mayor Pro Tem d’'Eustachio
remarked that he had been contacted hy a number of individuals concer-
ning installation of a third speed hump on Woocdland Avenue.

Karen Anderson, Woodland Avenue: said the concern of residents was to
have the most effective speed control possible so as to protect
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children; .two bumps 500’ apart may not be completely effective. . She

-'"boinfed out that the street was over 1,000' long; putting a bump 200’

from the stop sign at East-West Highway would still allow for instal-
lation of several other bumps, still maintaining the criteria of being
300’ apart. She said the neighborhood intended submitting a petition
requesting 3 speed humps; they felt that the optimum placement would
be across from 7113 Woodland, 7101 Woodland, and 7005 Woodland. She
said the aforementioned petition for 3 speed humps would be submitted
prior to Second Reading. Mr. d’Eustachio noted there had been some
question of whether installation of 3 speed humps would be appropriate
on Woodland within the guidelines; he asked whether Public Works
Director Giancola could resolve that issue. Mr. Giancola read the -
appropriate City Code section, and affirmed that technically and
within the guidelines, a third speed hump could be installed. Be
said, however, his recommendation had been that two be installed; he
felt that number should be effective and adequate, particularly given
the tight budgetary constraints -- of course, more would be that much . -
"more effective. - = e

Patricia Lovdahl, 7007 Woodland_Avenue: said she fully supported the
prior speaker’s request; she said neighbors had very carefully exa-
mined the situation and having 3 humps versus 2 was far moré Sensible
if the intent was to protect the children in the area.

Suzanne Whitehead, 7103 Woodland Avenue: said while she did not have a

strong opinion about the number of humps required to be effective, she __ .

could confirm thatrthere‘was a real problem with motorists speeding on
the street, and there were numerous children and pets in the area. .

Responding to query from Councilmember Leary, Public Works Director
Giancola stated that the cost of installing one speed hump was pre-
sently $500-$600.

Mayor Pro Tem d’'Eustachio moved to amend the ordinance by the addition
of one speed hump, to make a total of three speed humps; the motion
was duly seconded by Councilmember Hamilton. Councilmember Elrich
inquired which budget line item the funds would be taken from to pay
for the speed humps; Mr. d’Eustachio responded that inasmuch as the
appropriate line item was already over-expended, funds would have to
be transferred from some other line item to cover the expenditure.
Councilmember Sharp commented he would be voting against the third
speed hump inasmuch as he was not persuaded that the proposed
ordinance and the Public Works Director’s judgment in the matter
should be overruled. The motion to amend failed for lack of a clear
majority; the vote was 3-3 with Councilmember Martin not voting. A

second vote was taken which also failed; the vote was 4-3. The ... ... . ..

ordinance was accepted for First Reading.

ORDINANCE #1989~

{attached)
3. First Reading of an Ordinance Authorizing Installatlion of Five

Speed Bumps on Lincoln Avenue,

Councilmember Douglas moved acceptance for First Reading, duly. .
seconded by Councilmember Elrich.

Wavne Upton, 7600 Maple Avenue: inquired concerning the location on
Lincoln Avenue of the proposed speed humps. Mr. Upton was assured by
the elected body that the portion of Lincoln Avenue where the speed
humps would go was not in Ward 4 -- it was over near East-West Highway.

Kitty Donnelly, 415 Lincoln Avenue: said the street was very narrow,
had no sidewalks, and parking was allowed on both sides of the street.
She said people had to walk in the street, children play in the
street, and drivers go fairly fast; cars had been struck and damaged,
pets had been struck, and she said she considered the situatiocon dan-
gerous. She related that her dog had been struck and killed in front
of her house, and she did not want the same thing to happen to her 2-
year old child.

Brent Harshberger, 434 Lincoln Avenue: confirmed Ms. Donnelly’s -
description of conditions on the street; he said whenever 2 cars met
on the street, they had to come to a dead stop and allow one another
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to pass because there was not room enough for 2 cars to pass each
other if there were cars parked on both sides. ZEven so, he said,
people drove very fast on that street and a couple of pets had been
struck and killed, as well as cars having been struck and damaged.

Carol Demeter, 508 Lincoln Avenue: said the street had a blind hill on
it, where you just could not see what was coming from the other
direction; she said she had almost been hit many times in her car, and
did not want her son to be struck on his bicyele.

Marsha Wilson, 4268 Lincoln Avenue: said she had lived on the street
for 10 years; thought the speeding problem had worsened considerably
in the last few years, with commercial wvehicles and school buses being
the worst offenders. ©She said she had been opposed to speed humps for
a long time, but the problem seemed to be insoluble without them.

Kathy Porter, 1002 Elm Avenue, Pres., South of Sligo Citizens’ Assn.:
said the executive committee of the association had met and discussed
the issue; they endorsed the idea of speed humps on Lincoln Avenue,
because speeding and commuter cut-throughs in that neighborhood had
been a problem, and it was felt the speed humps would provide a
solution. o ) T ' h '

John Wright, 519 Linceln Avenue: said he had resided at his present
address since 1971; the traffic volume had increased significantly
since the stop sign was installed at Jackson and Elm Avenues. He said
he thought a lot of people were using Lincoln Avenue as a shortcut,
and speeding had become a real problem.

Councilmember Douglas noted that information had been received from
both the Police and Public Works Departments regarding both the Lin-
coln Avenue and the Woodland Avenue speed hump proposals, and which he
sald should be incorporated into the public record.

The ordinance was accepted for First Reading.

ORDINANCE #18989-
(attached)

4., EBregisal Excertion Reaquest for Accessory Aparimeni at 7113 Weod-

land_Avenue,
Code Enforcement Supervisor McMinn related that DHS had inspected the

property twice, had found it to be in compliance with one exception,
i.e., the ceiling height, which was about 5-1/2" below standards.

He said if it were within the discretion of the elected body to permit
the Director of Housing to grant a variance on that item, she would
willingly do so. He said the apartment had existed for some years,

had been registered in 1953; there were nearby Special Exceptions and
non-conforming units, which had been indicated on the information
provided the elected body. He said DHS had not received a report from
Park & Planning, however, one was received from Montgomery County DHCD.

Councilmember Martin referred to an accessory apartment request dealt
with some time ago, which she reminded also had a problem with the
ceiling height and which the Council had supported because for the
owner to alter the height would have been prohibitively expensive.

Mr. McMinn said the Director of DHS was researching ways in which this
issue could be addressed; he said the apartment in question had been
below standard for ceiling height for about 10 years and had been
licensed for that period of time also; he said what they were hoping
for was some sort of variance issued by DHS for units having a ceiling
height below the required limits. He said the owner of the accessory
. apartment to which Ms. Martin had referred had been granted the
requested Special Exception by Montgomery County. Responding to
further query from Ms. Martin, Mr. McMinn explained that there was no
way the owner of the apartment in question could alter the apartment
so as to raise the ceiling height; he affirmed that the house was
owner—-occupied.

Mayor Pro Tem d’Eustachio moved to accept the Director of DHS’s
recommendation on the property, which was to support granting of the
Special Exeception; the motion was duly seconded by Councilmember
Elrich. It was noted the property owner was present at the meeting,
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‘however, had no comment to offer. Mr. McMinn noted he had been -
advised by Deputy City Clerk Jewell that a phone call was received on
5/10/89 from a neighbor residing at 7114 Woodland Avenue, who had said
she had no problem with granting of the requested Special Exception.
The motion to support granting of the Special Exception carried by
unanimous vote. : - -

5. Flag Committee Report and Selection. . e
Committee member Ed Hutmire of 7412 Holly Avenue spoke. He said the
contest had been advertised; about 2 weeks ago, the submitted entries
were examined and evaluated, and 4 were chosen for presentation to the
elected body. He said a total of 80-81 entries were -submitted, .about
2/3~3/4 of those came from students in the schools. He sald a number
of the children submitted some very special ideas, and the committee
hoped to present them with some sort of award or recognition. Mr.
Hutmire commented that simplicity seemed to be a key factor in a flag
design that would be lasting and would not become outmoded. Of those
designs that were not submitted by &chool children, he said they
_appeared to be the work of either professional artists or people
working in the commercial art and design field -- they tended to be
very finished products -- and the 4 submitted to the Council were
chosen from those. Mr. Hutmire noted that the contest advertisement -
had stated that entries became the property of the City, so if edito-
rial changes were desirable in such things as color or composition,
that would probably be possible; reproduction of the design would have
to be considered as well, He said the examples before the Council =
were Telt by the committee to best represent the combination of inspi-
ration, originality, -and expression of the artist’s feeling for what
the City represents; he noted that the committee had no inkling of who
the artists were who had submitted the designs -- the entries were
jdentified by number only for committee purposes. He pointed out it
might be desirable to eliminate lettering on the flag design, since
that could present a problem if the flag were hanging on a pole with
sunlight filtering through it.

Mayor Pro Tem d’Eustachio raised the guestion of whether the commit-
tee’s charge was to come up with a series of designs for the Council’s
examination, or a single recommended design chosen out of those sub-
mitted. Discussion ensued, with Mr. Hutmire commenting on the diffi-
culty for the committee in reaching a consensus on any one particular
design, primarily due to differences in individual taste. He said it
had been somewhat surprising that there were not more entries re-
ceived, considering the number of professional artists who reside in
the city. Mr. d’Eustachio noted the Council had received information
from Mayor Del Giudice indicating that a decision on the design could
be reached as late as the week of May 22 and still have the flag ready
for the 4th of July Parade. Councilmember Martin asked that the o
committee provide suggestions for editorial changes that might be
desirable to either the design (or designs) that they recommend.
Following brief additional dialogue, the Mayor Pro Tem asked that the
committee come back to the Council with a more definitive recommenda-
tion, if possible. Councilmember Elrich commented that he felt it
more important that a design be chosen that all could live with com-
fortably than that a flag bearing the design be ready for the 4th of .. . .
July; he said he would prefer the contest be reopened if the committee
could not agree on a recommendation out of the entries received to
date. He said he would rather see a design chosen that generated
enthusiasm in both the committee and the Council, and thought perhaps
some additional designs should be sclicited. Mr. Hutmire said the
committee would meet, assess the situation, try to get a recommenda-
tion back to the Council by the following week, along with any sugges-
ted editorial changes; however, if they could not reach a decision, it
might be necessary to reopen the contest.

Robert Mandel, 7003 Woodland Avenue: referred to Mr. Hutmire’s remark
about lettering on a flag perhaps being read backwards if the sun were
shining through the flag hanging on a pole. He said he would refrain
from sounding out how Takoma Park would read, if read backwards.

8. First Reading of an Ordinance Bovootting Shell Products,

Councilmember Elrich moved acceptance for First Reading, duly seconded
by Councilmember Hamilton. City Administrator Wilson pointed out that
on page 2, first paragraph, 31988 should read 1985; the change was
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accepted as an editorial amendment. Mayor Pro Tem d’'Eustachio nated.
that the ordinance recognized the role of Royal Dutch/Shell in South
Africa and its close relationship with the South African government,
and stated that the City would not purchase products produced by the
corporation. Councilmember Douglas commented that the elected body
had talked in worksession about what practical effect the City's
boycott would have; staff had examined City buying practices, which
were to buy Jointly through COG. He said it was probably hard to
predict what the practical effect of the ordinance would be. Mr.
Wilson said he thought what had to be done was to inform COG of the
problem —-- he thought in terms of policy, they would be in agreement
with the City.  Mr. Douglas said he thought it would be a good idea to
let other area municipalities know where Takoma Park stands on the
issue, and ask them to take similar positions. The ordinance was
accepted for First Reading.

ORDINANCE #1989~
(attached)

7. Resolution Supporting/Sponscring Sania Marta Benefit Trek,

Councilmember Elrich moved passage .of. the resolution, duly seconded by
Councilmember d'Eustachio. Mr. d’Eustachio noted passage of the
resolution would authorize a $300 contribution to support the event.
The resolution was passed by unanimous vote of those present
{Councilmember Hamilton temporarily absent).

RESOLUTION #1989-44
(attached)- -

8. Resolution Apvointing Newsletter Review Committee,

Councilmember Douglas moved passage of the resolution, with the blanks
for members’ names to be filled in with the following: Councilmember
Leary, Chair; Linda Rabin, Lynne Bradley, Jay Bayerl, and Debbie
Shagnon, Members. The motion was duly seconded by Councilmember
Leary, and carried by unanimous vote.

REESOLUTION_ #1989-45
(attached)

Mayor Pro Tem d’Eustachio noted that a large response to the solicita-
tion for applications to serve on the committee had been received, the
Council had interviewed virtually all the applicants. He expressed
thanks to all those who had applied, and said he hoped that those not
appointed to membership on the committee would nonetheless participate
in the process informally and submit their comments.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Councilmember Hamilton moved passage of the items on the agenda,
collectively, duly seconded by Councilmember Douglas. City Admini-
strator Wilscen pointed out a correction to the resolution regarding
the police vehicle, i.e., the VIN number should read 62865578014. The
three consent agenda items were passed collectively by unanimous vote.

9. Resolution Authorizing Disposal of Police Department Vehicle.

RESOLUTION #1989-46
{attached)

10. Reseolution Institutionsalizing Priority System Status Report on
Infrastructure. '

EESOLUTION #1888-47

S (attached)

11. Resolution Urging Governor’s Veto of inventory Tax Legislation.

RESOLUTION #19839-48
{attached)

Upon motion, duly seconded, the meeting adjourned at 9:05 p.m. to
reconvene in Executive Session regarding a potential legal matter in
connection with Takoma Junction. TFor the record, it was noted that
Councilmember Elrich would not be participating in that meeting.



Introduced by: 1st Reading: 5/15/89
2nd Reading:
(Drafted by: P. Jewell)

ORDINANCE #1989~

INSTALLATION OF TWO SPEED HUMPS ON WOODLAND AVENUE
(BETWEEN BEECH AVENUE AND ROUTE 410}

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA PARK,
MARYLAND

SECTION 1. THAT Ordinance No. 2676, adopted June 27, 1983, be
amended by the addition of new subsection (r) to
Section 1, as set forth below:

Section 1. That speed hump installations, as
defined in Sec. 13-2(a)(14.2) of
the Code of Takoma Park, Md., 1972,
as amended, be installed at the
fellowing locations:

(r) Woodland Avenue, between Beech
Avenue and Route 410, there
will be two speed humps
installed, one across from
7007 and 7008 Woodland Avenue,
and the second hum across from
7106 and 7109 Woodland Avenue.

SECTION 2. THAT funds to cover this work be appropriated from

the street repair materials, Account #889.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL THIS DAY OF
1989, BY ROLL CALL VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

AYE:

NAY:
ABSTAINED:
ABSENT:



Introduced by: 1st Reading: 5/15/89
2nd Reading:
(Drafted by: P. Jewell)

ORDINANCE #1989-

INSTALTATION OF FIVE SPEED HUMPS CON LINCOLN AVENUE
(BETWEEN JACKSON AND ELM AVENUES)

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA PARK,
MARYLAND

SECTION 1. THAT Ordinance No. 2676, adopted June 27, 1983, be
amended by the addition of new subsection (s) to
Section 1, as set forth below:

Section 1. That speed hump installations, as
defined in Sec. 13-2(a)(l4.2) of
the Code of Takoma Park, Md4., 1972,
as amended, be installed at the
following locations:

(s) Lincoln Avenue, between
Jackson and Elm Avenues, five
speed humps to be installed;
one acreoss from 403 and 406
Lincoln, the second hump
across from 405 and 416
Lincoln, the third across from
421 and 430 Lincoln, the
fourth across from 501 and 502
Lincoln and the fifth hump
located 236 feet from the stop
sign entering Elm Avenue.

SECTION 2. THAT funds to cover this work be appropriated from
the street repair materials, Account #889.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL THIS DAY OF
1989, BY ROLL CALL VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

AYE:

NAY:
ABSTAINED:
ABSENT:
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DRAFT 5/5/89

Intreduced by:
First Reading : 5/15/89
Seccnd Reading:

ORDINANCE #1989-

TO BAN CITY PURCHASES OF SHELI. PRODUCTS

WHEREAS, the citizens of the City of Takoma Park, Maryland,
recognize their collective responsibility as a
community to express their repugnance of and moral
outrage against the racist apartheid regime in South
Africa and to take action to bring about the end of
apartheid; AND

WHEREAS, the system of apartheid in South Africa is a form of
institutionalized racism which denies the majority of
the population fundamental human rights including the
right to participate in the political process; AND

WHEREAS, apartheid further denies and limits the majority of the
population's basic human and <civil rights to
employment, education, freedom of speech, press, and
assembly, and a just legal system; AND

WHEREAS, the City of Takoma Park, Maryland, asserts its rights
to measure the moral character of its business
relations in determining with whom it shall conduct
business; AND

WHEREAS, Royal Dutch/Shell is a key multinational o0il company
which supplies fuel to the South African police and
military, the brutal enforcers of apartheid, and
maintains investments and operations in South Africa;
AND

WHEREAS, Royal Dutch/Shell is the target of an international
boycott of all of its subsidiaries and products because
of its involvement in South Africa; AND

WHEREAS, Royal Dutch/Shell and its wholly-owned subsidiaries,
Shell South Africa and Shell 0il Company (U.S.A), does
do business in and with South Africa and, thus, profits
from the apartheid system; AND



WHEREAS, on September 9, 1985, the Mayor and City Council of
Takoma Park, Maryland, adopted Resolution #1985-26,
which called for the U.S. government to prevent private
and public investment in South Africa and to end all
forms of constructive engagement with South Africa
until the apartheid system is ended and all human
beings within their borders are restored to free and
equal status under law.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park,
Maryland will no 1longer do business with Royal
Dutch/Shell and Shell 0il Company until Royal
Dutch/Shell completely withdraws from South Africa; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park, Maryland
and all of its departments and agencies are immediately
prohibited from purchasing any Shell products until
Royal Dutch/Shell completely withdraws from South
Africa; AND

BE IT FURTER RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park, Maryland
from this day forward be declared "“Shell-Free" until
that time when Royal Dutch/Shell disinvests from South
Africa.

ADOPTED THIS DAY OF , 1989, BY ROLL CALL
VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

AYE:

NAY:
ABSTAINED:
ABSENT:

Filename: SHELLBAN



Introduced by: Councilmember Elrich

(Drafted by P. Jewell) Dated: May 15, 1989

RESOLUTION #1989-44

SPONSORING THE BENEFIT TREK FOR CASA DE MARYLAND

AND TAKOMA PARK/SANTA MARTA COMPANION CITY PROJECT

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHREAS,

Takoma Park is home to many Salvadorans who have fled
their country's civil strife and on March 14, 1988, the
City Council proclaimed the City of Takoma Park,
Maryland, a companion city to Santa Marta, El Salvador:;
AND

in June 1989, Lorena Spranger, past Executive Director
of Casa de Maryland and Mr. Peter Marbach will
undertake a Benefit Trek for Casa de Maryland and
Takoma Park/Santa Marta Companion City project: AND

this Benefit Trek will include a 2,700 mile walk along
the Pacific Crest Trail from the Canadian to the
Mexican borders of the United States; AND

while quite a few worthy non-profit organizations come
before the City Council for donations to their causes,
this benefit trek in fact strengthens the relationship
between the Takoma Park and Santa Marta companion
cities and will bring recognition to the City of Takoma
Park; AND

the Mayor and Council desire to officially sponsor this
worthy project by making a donation to help defray some
of the costs of this project.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and City Council of

Takoma Park hereby authorize the City Administrator to
make a contribution in the amount of Three hundred
dollars ($300.00) to the Benefit Trek for Casa de
Maryland and Takoma Park/Santa Marta Companion City
Project; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT funds to cover this donation will be

taken from the Mayor and Council Expense Account, #502.

Dated this 15th day of May, 1989.



Introduced by: Councilmember Douglas

RESOLUTION #1989-45

APPOINTMENTS TO THE 1989 NEWSLETTER REVIEW COMMITTEE

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

on February 27, 1989, the Mayor and Council re-
established by Resolution #1989-24, the Newsletter
Review Committee to consist of one member of the City
Council and four citizens of Takoma Park; AND

seven citizens of Takoma park have expressed an
interest in serving on this Committee; AND

after interview and consideration of the applicants,
the Mayor and Council hereby appoint the following
individuals to serve on the Newsletter Review
Committee:

Name Address
Councilmember Bill Leary 7301 Takoma Avenue
Linda A. Rabben 8311 Roanoke Avenue, #3
Lynne Bradley 8112 Flower Avenue

Jay Bayerl 6733 Eastern Avenue
Bevi Chagnon 7417 Holly Avenue

Dated this 15th day of May, 1989



Introduced by: Councilmember Hamilton

(Consent Agenda Item)

WHEREAS ,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

RESOLUTION NO. #1989-47

The police Department obtained a 1976 Mercury two-door
vehicle (VIN #62665578014) as the result of a drug
seizure; AND

The vehicle was subsequently used by the Police
Department as a covert vehicle; AND

The vehicle is no longer used because of extensive
mechanical problems which would cost more to repair
than the value of the vehicle.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND, THAT authorization is hereby given
to dispose of the above-described wvehicle during the official
Police Department auction held May 16, 1989, on the premises of

G & G Towing Company of Silver Spring, Maryland.

ADOPTED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL ON May 15th, 1989.
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Intrcduced by: Councilmember Hamilton

(Consent Agenda Item)

RESOLUTION # 1989-48

WHEREAS, many mnmunicipal governments rely upon the personal
property inventory tax to raise revenues from
commercial businesses which enjoy the benefit of
mmunicipal services; AND

WHEREAS, the loss of such a revenue source will place greater
reliance upon real estate property tax, and a
disproportionate burden upon residential consumers of
municipal services; AND

WHEREAS, the Maryland Legislature has enacted S.B. 629 which
will phase out over the next three years fifty percent
of the revenue generated by the personal property tax
upon the inventories of automobile dealerships, without
providing a replacement source of revenue; AND

WHEREAS, §S.B. 629 represents an assault upon the governing and
taxing authority of municipal governments, and may lead
to further erosion of personal property and inventory
tax revenues generated by other businesses, without
replacement revenues except for greater burdens upon
residential property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Mayor and Council of
Takoma Park hereby urge Governor William Donald
Schaefer to veto S.B. 629; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Mayor shall send a copy of the

attached resolution to the Governor and to the Senators
and Delegates who represent Takoma Park.

Dated this 15th day of May, 1989



N

NAKON‘A Pr‘;ru\ tm.l LIDRAR L
CITY OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND

Special Session of the Mavor and Councll
May 22, 1989

CITY OFFICIALS PRESENT:

Mayor Del Giudice Asst. City Administrator Habada
Councilmember d4d’FEustachio Deputy City Clerk Jewell
Councilmember Douglas Recreation Director Ziegler

Councilmember Elrich
Councilmember Hamilton
Councilmember Leary
Councilmember Martin
Councilmember Sharp

The Mayor and City Council convened in Special Session at 7:50 P.M. on
Monday, May 22, 1989 in the Council Chamber at 7500 Maple Avenue,
Takoma Park, Maryland.

1. Swearing in of New Code Enforcement Officers.
Following the pledge, Mayor Del Giudice administered the Cath to new

Code Enforcement Officers James Morgan and Kevin Clemens. He briefly
summarized the credentials and employment history of each, and congra-
tulated them on their appointment.

2. Appointments to COLTA.
Councilmember Sharp moved to table agenda item #Z, duly seconded by

Councilmember Hamilton. The Mayor explained that the elected body had
not yet finished personal interviews of all those who had applied to
serve, and that appointments would be effected once that was com-
pleted. The motion to table carried by unanimous vote.

. Firs of Clty Budget O nance. Tax Rate Ordinance, Pay
lgn. and Personnel Classification Svstem Amendment.

Asst. City Administrator Habada explained that the Pay Plan was not
before the elected body for consideration as it had been held up
pending ratification by one of the unions. Councilmember Douglas
moved acceptance for First Reading of the Budget Ordinance, Tax Rate
Ordinance, and Personnel Classification System Amendment, collective-
ly; the motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Hamilton.

Ms. Habada pointed out that on page 2 of the Budget Ordinance, the
Recreation Department appropriation should read $278.258, rather than
$243;904, which would alsoc change the total to $7,2008,208. She noted
that that increase alsc resulted in an increase in the General Fund
Unappropriated Reserve, as reflected on page 1 of the Ordinance; the
$1385;258 shown would become $172,810, and the total would again change
from $751747887 to $7,209,203. Ms. Habada thanked Councilmember
Hamilton for pointing ocut to her that the salary line for Recreation

Department was lower than what it should have been.

Councilmember Leary commented that the proposad budget now under
consideration appeared to contain increases over the original budget
proposal in excess of what had been discussed in worksession. Ms.
Habada explained that the original budget proposal had amounted to
$7,101,000, the elected body had proposed $93,000-$95,000 in increases
in their worksessions, the budget at hand totalled $7,208,209 -- which
was fairly close to what had been agreed upon.

Councilmember Douglas noted that the cover memorandum accompanying the
proposed budget made mention of the Emergency Feserve Fund. or sinking
fund, about which the Council had talked; he inguired whether
provision was made for that fund in the budget. Ms. Habada explained
that the City Charter made provision for the 1% Capital Reserve Fund
and the 2% General Contingency Fund, as well as allowing for a fund
such as had been proposed; however, there would be need to effect a
Charter Amendment in order to set up such a fund on an ongoing basis,
and to establish the floor of B8.5% to be set aside. She affirmed that
the monies to do so were presently in unappropriated reserves.
Moses_Karkenny: expressed appreciation for the job Code Enforcement is
doing; he said he had had a lot of personal contact with them in
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recent months and they had been most helpful and cooperative. He
commented favorably as well on assistance received from DHS, on the
current political administration in the City and the conduct of the
elected officials. He said it was a good change from the climate of
the prior administration. T

Councilmember Douglas moved to amend the Budget Ordinance by the
addition of language that would establish the 8.5% Emergency Reserve
Fund within that budget and that would include language formulated in
worksession defining "emergency"; the motion to amend was duly
seconded by Councilmember Hamilton. The Mayor noted that the 8.5%
would be taken from what was presently unappropriated reserve. Mr.
Douglas noted that the 1% Capital Reserve provided for by the Charter
would be subsumed into the 8.5% Emergency Reserve Fund, which was
intended for use in replacing specific designated items of eguipment.
He pointed out that setting up this fund would not affect the amount
of the budget in either an upward or downward direction, but would
simply preserve a minimum of 8.5% of monies that the Council wouid
have to take special action on in order to spend, so that that amcunt
would be held in reserve for emergencies. Councilmember d’Eustachio
commented that Mr. Douglas’ amendment would memorialize the Council’s
lengthy discussions and resulting decision prior to casting it in
stone by effecting the Charter Amendment. The motion to amend carried
by unanimous vote. City staff was directed to amend the ordinance
prior to Second Reading, by insertion of language in the appropriate
place and renumbering of subsections as reguired.

Councilmember d’Eustachio moved to amend the Tax Rate Ordinance,
effecting a slight increase, so as to make provision for the cost of
participating in a program that would cap the City’s property tax and
provide a credit back to individuals of low and moderate income on a
sliding scale. He explained that it would be tied into a similar
program currently operated by the state, which tied a person’s proper-
ty tax in with their income. M™s. Habada pointed cout that her cover
memorandum accompanving the Tax Rate Ordinance noted provision of $.01
in the proposed tax rate for the tax rebate program. In the course of
ensuing discussion, Mr. d’Eustachic commented it should be pointed out
that the proposed tax rate of $1.5256 was $.025 higher than last year’s
rate of $1.50 -- $.01 of the increase was for the tax rebate program
and $.015 for the Phase I Library renovation. Mr. Douglas noted that
the Council’s intention, as discussed in worksession, was that the
$.015 inecrease for the Library renovation would remain in effect for a
2-vear period and then revert back to the former level. Councilmember
Leary pointed out that while the present Council could express its
intent, the succeeding elected body might not choose to fund the
renovation in that way and money to do so could probably be found
through alternative measures. The Mayor affirmed that was so; pointed
out that the incoming Council following the November election may or
may not choose to adhere to the present Council’s intent, but remarked
that floating a bond issue would be a means of funding the project and
ensuring its completion, if that were the majority’s desire.

Responding to query from Councilmember Douglas, Ms. Habada stated that
W55C’s $.04 stormwater management rate had been certified to the City;
however, the Montgomery County Council would not be adopting the 1990

fire tax rate until the end of June, so the amount projected for that

service ($.283) could ultimately go up or down somewhat.

In connection with the Personnel Classification Bystem Amendment,
Councilmember Martin commented she had some unanswered questions about
the proposed upgrading of the Executive Secretary position; the Mayor
commented he, too, had some guestion about that and suggested that any
Councilmembers having comments or guestions put them in writing and
ask that the City Administrator respond pricer to Second Reading, i.e.,
in one week’s time.

Responding to query from Councilmember Sharp, the Mayor affirmed that
this would be the last year that WSSC would be handling stormwater
management for the City. He explained that the Stormwater Task Force
would be required to report their recommendation to the legislature,
both the Frince George’s and Montgomery-County delegations. He said
they had met not long ago, there were still some outstanding
questions, some responses wWwere being awaited from Prince George’s -
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County representatives. He said he felt guite confident that WSS5C
would not be providing the City stormwater maintenance after the
coming fiscal year, so there would be a change in the budget structure
in that the City would not be applying the $.04 tax and paying it to
WSSC. He said the City was the only remaining Jjurisdiction to whom
WSSC had been providing such service, and discontinuance of that would
leave Takoma Park with the options of going with one or both of the
counties or taking over stormwater management itself. He said while a
final decision on the recommendation had not been made, the leaning
was more and more toward recommending that the City assume the
responsibility for the stormwater system itself.

Councilmember Douglas noted reference to $2,100 for skates for use at
the Municipal Gym on page 2 of the cover memo regarding the Budget
Ordinance; he inquired whether that amount was included in the
proposed budget. Ms. Habada affirmed that it was. Additionally, Mr.
Douglas inguired whether the City had any assurance of receiving the
Folice Department Drug Crime FPrevention granlt mentioned in the same
memo, same page, for which $11,355 was allocated as matching funds.
Ms. Habada responded that it was presently an unknown whether the
grant would be received; if it were not, then the funds would be freed
up for some other use.

The motion to accept for First Reading the Budget Ordinance, Tax Rate
Ordinance, and Personnel Classification System Amendment, collectively
and as amended, carried by unanimous vote.

ORDINANCES #1989- , #1888- , & #1988-
(attached)

The Mayor noted that the next meeting would be Tuesday, May 30, and
these ordinances would be scheduled for Second Reading and adoption at
that time.

4. Rescolution Adopting City Flag,

The Mayor noted the reguest at the May 15 meeting that the Flag
Committee come back to the elected body with their recommendation on
the design, along with any suggested amendments to color or composi-
tion. He said the committee had had difficulty making a final choice
out of the 4 designs; they took a poll and there was considerable
division, so a point value was assigned to the choices with committee
members indicating their preferences in a descending order. He said
the oak leaf design came up with 17 points, the single azalea design
had 18 points, the group of 4 azaleas had 14 points, and the silhouette
had 13 points. Ed Hutmire, Chair of the committee, reminded that
should the elected body wish to make changes to the color, particular-
ly, of any of the designs, that was the sort of thing that coulad be
worked out with the artist of whichever design was chosen. The Mayor
commented that the red corners of the ocak design appeared to detract
from the design and suggested that perhaps one of the colors of the
center portion be picked up and used in the corners, e.g., white,
green or yellow. He pointed out as well that the design, as submit-
ted, had 5 colors, which would be expensive to reproduce. The Mayor
commented he had shown the oak leaf design with the proposed change to
the border to a number of people earlier in the evening and they
seemed to think it the most appealing of the 4 finalists. Councilmem-
ber Elrich commented he could not detect any great enthusiasm from
either the committee or the Council for any particular one of the
designs; he said it would be something the city would have to live
with for quite awhile and he would prefer taking the time to wait for
a design people could get excited about rather than rushing into
something so it could be ready for the 4th of July. He said if a flag
were going to be created, it should be something that people could get
enthused about. Councilmember Martin remarked she agreed wholeheart-
edly. Councilmember Hamilton commented that the Council had made a
decision to initiate and sponsor the contest and he did not think it
would be fair to all those who had participated in the contest to
recpen it. He said he felt it was time for the elected body to make a

decision now and live with it. Councilmember Martin said when she had
been polled about her choice, only 3 of the designs had been mentioned
to her -- the small azalea one, which she tended to favor had not been

mentioned. The Mayor pointed out that the single azalea was the
second choice in the committee’s poll. Responding to query from
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Councilmember Sharp, the Mayor affirmed that if the ocak leaf design
were chosen by the Council, the artist would be approached regarding
color coordination.

Councilmember Hamilton moved te accept the oak leaf design, with the
understanding that the artist be asked to reconsider the color scheme;
the motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Sharp. Councilmember
Martin said it bothered her that there was only a 1 point difference
in the committee’s poll between the oalt leaf and the azalea designs;
she moved that they be asked to reconsider and come up with a single
recommendation; the motion falled for lack of a second. The motion to
accept the oak leaf design which had received the most points in the
committee’s poll passed by a 4-3 vote {(Mayor Del Giudice voted in the
affirmative to break a 3-3 tie, with 1 abstention}. The Mayor noted
that the name of the artist who had submitted the design would be
announced at the May 30 meeting, and asked that, in the interim, Ms.
Ziegler and Mr. Hutmire represent the elected body in discussions

[ . U [ P R P . -t - LT [P . 2
alOUv oite C010Y 5CM0eHe wi th the artist.

RESOLUTION #1989-49
{attached}

Upon motion, duly seconded, the Special Session adjourned 8:40 p.m. to
reconvene in worksession, following a short break.
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1st Reading: 5/22/89
2nd Reading:
Introduced by:

ORDINANCE NO. 1989~

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AND ADOPTING A BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR
BEGINNING JULY 1, 1989 AND ENDING JUNE 30, 1990.

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 1.14 of the Charter of the
city of Takoma Park, it is the determination of the Mayor and
City Council that the annual appropriation Ordinance should be
enacted to budget and appropriate funds for the several objects
and purposes for which the City must provide in the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 1989 and ending June 30, 1990;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND, at 1least four of the total elected
membership concurring:

SECTION 1. THAT from and out of the monies and balances known
to be in the General Fund of the City of Takoma
Park, Maryland, and from all monies anticipated to
come into all funds during the twelve (12) month
period ending June 30, 1990, there shall be, and
hereby are appropriated General Fund revenues of
SEVEN MILLION, THIRTY SIX THOUSAND, FIVE HUNDRED
AND NINETY NINE DOLLARS ($7,036,599) and a
transfer of Unappropriated Reserve balance to the
FY 90 budget as follows:

Taxes—Local $4,075,852
Taxes—State Shared $ 880,690
License & Permits $ 10,300
Revenue from other Agencies $1,617,035%
Service Charges $ 222,300
Fines & Forfeitures S 97,000
Miscellaneous , S 133,422

SUBTOQTAL ’ $7,036,599

General Fund Unappropriated Reserve $172,610

TOTAL $7,209,209

-~

SECTION 2. THAT the cCity Administrator is hereby authorized
: to transfer funds to the 1989-90 budget from the
Unappropriated Reserve in the amount of $172,610.



Page Two

FY 90 BUDGET ORDINANCE

SECTION 3.

SECTION 4.

SECTICN 5.

SECTION 6.

SECTION 7.

THAT there shall be, and hereby are appropriated
the following sums for wuse by the several
departments and offices of the City, and for the
objects and purposes for which the City must
provide during the 1989-90 Fiscal Year:

Public Works $1,901,471
Police Department $1,744,019
Non-Departmental $1,559,057
Government Administration $ 744,083
Library $ 328,043
Housing $ 314,558
Recreation $ 278,256
DECD $ 167,038
Debt Service $ 161,328
General Fund Transfer 3 11,355
to Special Revenue Fund
TOTAL EXPENDITURES $7,209,209

THAT in accordance with city Charter section
1.14(b) there is included in the NonDepartmental
Budget, a General Contingency Account
appropriation of ONE HUNDRED FORTY THOUSAND, THREE
HUNDRED TEN DOLLARS ($140,732);

THAT in accordance with City Charter Section
1.14(b) there is a cCapital Improvement Reserve
Fund appropriation in the amount of SEVENTY
THOUSAND, ONE HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE DOLLARS ($70,365)
as designated Unappropriated Reserve;

THAT a Special Revenue Fund is authorized for
receipt of and expenditure of Federal or State
funded projects with Revenues of FOUR HUNDRED
EIGHTY NINE THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED THIRTY THREE
DOLLARS ($489,333) inclusive of a General Fund
Transfer of ELEVEN THCOUSAND THREE HUNDRED FIFTY
FIVE DOLLARS (%$11,355) and an Expenditure
appropriation of FOUR HUNDRED EIGHTY NINE THOUSAND
THREE HUNDRED THIRTY THREE DOLLARS ($489,333); AND

THAT the City Administrator is hereby directed to
establish and incorporate in the accounting
system of the City a Reserve for the purpose of
replacing any equipment subject to depreciation or
obsolescence, as authorized by Section 1.14 (c) of
the city Charter, such fund to be known as the
EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT RESERVE with an
appropriation of $258,316 as designated
unappropriated reserve.
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FY 90 Budget Crdinance

SECTICN B.

SECTION 9.

SECTION 10.

SECTION 11.

SECTION 12.

Adopted this

THAT there is established an EMERGENCY RESERVE in
the amount of $592,890 as designated
unappropriated reserve for +the purpose of
providing a dedicated reserve; funds which are to
be used only for emergencies that may arise, with
emergencies defined as actions necessary for the
preservation or protection of property or the
health, safety or welfare of persons, or actions
necessary to perform essential governmental
functions.

THAT Federal Revenue Sharing Funds of $6,700 be
earmarked for the following capital equipment
items:

Libréry - Copier Replacement $5,300
Library - Media File Cabinets $1,400

THAT the approved FY 90 Approved Budget Document
is to be made a part of this Ordinance by
reference.

THAT should any section of this O©Ordinance be
determined to be invalid, such invalidity shall
not effect any other sections.

THAT this Ordinance shall become effective July 1,
198S.

day of , 1989.

ROLLCALL VOTE:

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:



1st Reading: 5/22/8¢
2nd Reading: -

Introduced by:

ORDINANCE NO. 1989-

AN ORDINANCE TO ESTABLISH THE TAX RATE FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1590
BEGINNING JULY 1, 1989 AND ENDING JUNE 30, 1989.

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 1.9 of the City Charter, the
city Council is mandated to establish a tax rate on or before the
last day of June of each year;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA
PAREK, MARYTLAND

SECTION 1. THAT Section 11A-1, Chapter 11A, "Taxation", of
the Ccity Code of Takoma Park, Maryland, 1972 as
amended, be further amended as follows:

Sec. 11A-1. Definitions.

The terms used in this Article shall have the
following meanings:

[(a) Situs county shall mean the county in which
the property subject to the tax is located in
whole or in part.

(b) Situs county payments shall mean any payment
made by Prince George's County, Maryland, or
Montgomery County, Maryland to the City of Takoma
Park in accordance with Article 81, 32A(a) (2), of
the Annotated Code of Maryland.]

[c] (a) Assessable and taxable base shall mean the
assessed value of all real property subject to the
tax called for which is located in one (1)
particular county and the City of Takoma Park, as

value is determined by the State of Maryland
Department of Assessements and Taxation and
[reported] certified annually to the City of
Takoma Park.

{d] (b) Adjusted assessed value shall mean the
assessed value of any real or perscnal property,
as determined by the State Department of
Assessments and Taxation, divided by one hundred
(100) and rounded off to the nearest hundredth.
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FY 90 Tax Rate Ordinance

Section 2.

SECTION 3.

SECTION 4.

Adopted this

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

THAT Section 11A-2, Chapter 11lA, "Taxation", of
the cCity Code of Takoma Park, Maryland, 1972 as
amended, be further amended as follows:

Section 1l1lA-2, Annual tax levy on real and
personal property.

(a) Effective July 1, 1989, all real and personal
property which is subject to taxation by the City
of Takoma Park shall be subject to a tax on the
assessed value of such real and perscnal property
as such wvalue 1is determined by the State
Department of Assessments and Taxation, at the
rate of $1.848 per $100.00 assessed valuation,
including an equivalent of 28.3 cents per $100.00
assessed valuation for fire service reimbursement
to Montgomery County and 4 cents per $100.00
assessed valuation for storm water management to
be distributed to the Washington Suburban Sanitary
Commission (WSSC).

THAT Section 11A-3, Property Tax Credit, Chapter
112, "Taxation", of the City Code of Takoma Park,
Maryland, 1972 as amended, is hereby repealed.

THAT this Ordinance shall be effective July 1,
1989.

day of , 1988,




Introduced by: 1st Reading: 5/22/89%9
2nd Reading:

ORDINANCE NO. 1989~
An ordinance to amend the Personnel Classification System
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND
SECTION 1. Class title change and grade change. The grade
structure adopted by Ordinance No. 1986~53, Section 2, as amended,
is amended, to change a class title and reallocate a class to a

certain grade:

GRADE JOB CLASSES

GRADE 1

GRADE 2 Custodian

*h

GRADE 3 Laborer; Clerk Typist I;

GRADE 4 Account Clerk I; Library Shelver; Communications

Dispatcher; Assistant Driver; Police Records Clerk;

GRADE 5 Recreation Aide; Tool Library Attendant; Equipment

Operator I:;

L2

GRADE & Account Clerk II; Secretary; Perscnnel Clerk;
Library Assistant; Recreation Specialist; Driver

Foreman; Equipment Operator II; Clerk Typist II;

Administrative Clerk I; Piayground Coordinator;
Equipment Operator III; Code Enforcement Officer I:
Police Private; Clerk Typist III:;

GRADE 7

GRADE &

Administrative Clerk II; [Executive Secretary;]
Gym Supervisor; Police Private First Class;
Tree Maintenance Foreman; Building Mechanic;
Mechanic; Community Development Coordinator;

Account Supervisor; Administrative Supervisor;

Deputy <City Clerk; Executive Secretary; Police
Affairs Specialist; Police Corporal; Parks Foreman:
Street Foreman; Master Mechanic; Housing
Rehabilitation Construction Coordinator; Code
Enforcement Officer II; Community Planner I; Youth
Outreach Assistant; .

GRADE 9

GRADE 10 : Librarian; Police Sergeant; Sanitation Supervisor;
[Street Supervisor] Street-Parks Supervisor;



GRADE 11 : ' Youth Outreach Worker; Recreation Supervisor;
Code Enforcement Supervisor; Housing Coordinator;
Recycling Coordinator; Supervisor of Administrative

Services (Police)

GRADE 12 : Assistant Library Director; Police Lieutenant;
Cable TV Coordinator;

Executive 1: Assistant Public Works Director; Director of
Economic & Community Development;

Executive 2: Library Director; Recreation Director; Housing

Services Director; Police Captain (Deputy Chief):
Executive 3: Assistant City Administrator:;
Executive 4: Police Chief; Public Works Director

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall become
effective upon enactment.

NOTE: Underlining indicates new matter to be added to existing
code language.

[] indicates matter to be deleted from existing code

language
Adopted this day of , 1988 by Roll Call Vote as follows:
AYE:
NAY:
ABSTAINED:
ABSENT:
O-PYPL.WP

d#0/R1



FRRRIESCFRRE | RO

Fa -
, CITY OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND MO, Ltk g,
Regular Meeting of the Mayocr and Council
May 30, 1988
CITY OFFICIALS PRESENT:
Mayor Del Giudice City Administrator Wilson
Councilmember d’Eustachio Asst. City Administrator Habada
Courncilmember Douglas Deputy City Clerk Jewell
Councilmember Elrich . Cable Coordinator Smith
Councilmember Hamilton _ Accounting Supervisor McKenzie
Councilmember Leary Public Works Director Giancola
Councilmember Martin Corporation Counsel Silber

ABSENT: Councilmember Sharp

The Mavor and City Council convened at 8:13 P.M. on Tuesday, May 30,
1989 in the Council Chamber at 7500 Maple Avenue, Takoma FPark, Maryland.
Following the pledge, Councilmember Hamilton moved approval of the
Minutes of the May 8, 1989 Special Session and May 15, 1989 Regular
Council Meeting, collectively. Councilmember d’Eustachio duly second-
ed the motion and pointed out the need to correct the spelling of Bevi
Chagnon’s [DPebbie Shaguen] name on page 6 of the 5/15/88 Minutes. The
Minutes, as corrected, were approved collectively by unanimous vote.

As a part of his comments and presentations, Mayor Del Giudice related
that the Postal Service had requested that the project to construct a
new post office in Takoma Park be dropped from the Federal C.I.P.; he
said they had advertised to lease a facility and had received a number
of bids that were presently under consideration. However, if none of
those bids were successful, they would again advertise to lease or
construet a facility in the area, and would not be constrained by the
Federal C.I.P. because they do not get their funding directly from
Congress. He said he and staff had prepared letters on the subject,
particularly confirming conversations he had had with Mr. Maxwell, the
postal official in the Philadelphia office having most direct juris-
dicticn over the local area, and, unless any members of the Council
had cbjsctions, the letters would be dispatched.

The Mayor noted that the Charter Review Committee appointed by the
Council had met frecuently over the last several months and were close
to finalizing their report and recommendations for revision of the
Citv Charter. He said they hoped to present their report and recom-
mendztion to the elected bedy on June 12, it would then be scheduled
for the B/28 worksession, with consideration and enactment to occur in
July. He pointed out that a Public Hearing would need to be sche-
duled, as well, in July prior to actually changing the Charter., and
should there be need for it to go to referendum, that could occur irn
November in conjunction with the general election. :

Mayor Del Giudice noted that the Stormwater Taskforce, created by

State Law, was reguired by that same law to make a report by July 1,
1989 to the State Legislature. He said the taskforce had scheduled

its last meeting for June 14, and a recommendation would be adopted at
that time. He szid he hoped to bring before the Council at the June

5 worksession, and again at the June 12 Regular Council Meeting, infor-
mation received from Prince George’s County, so that the Council could
make some recommendations to the taskforce on how to best resolve the
stormwater issue.

ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS:
Resclution Effecting Appcointments to COLTA (Del Giudice)

Eegarding original agenda item #6, the Mayor related that a reguest

" had been made by Mr. Garlow, the homeowner who had submitted the

petition for use of the right-of-way off of Colby Avenue, as well as
by his attorney and his Council representative, Councilmember Sharp,
to withdraw the petition. He noted that there might be interestsd
citizens who had attended in order to address that issue, and thew
would be afforded an opportunity to do so. Councilmember Douglas
commented he would wish to address some of the larger policy .issues
whick that item had raised.

Councilmember Douglas rezuested that Consent Agenda item 140 Le
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-~

removed from that agenda and placed at the end of the regular agenda.
" The Mayor noted that the policy was that that could be done at the .
request of any member of the Council, and so doing would allow for
discussion of the item.

g;m;zgﬂgl_ggﬂuEumgi (not directed at items for Council Action)

Wavne Upton,_ 7800 Maple Avenue: distributed handout materials to the
elected body; he spoke briefly regarding an article from The Montgome—
rv Journal, "A Poetic Look at Black Life," which did not indicate that
county high schools had become models of integration; he referred to
Central High School in Little Rock, Arkansas, which he sald had become
such under the outstanding ljeadership of its second black principal.
He said city residents should constantly remember that rhetoric in
favor of equality of opportunity and against racism had to be balanced
with accomplishments and real proof that Takoma Park was a melting pot
where people in a multi-racial suburb work together to accomplish
specific goals. Mr. Upton noted receipt of a letter from Congresswo-
man Morella and referred to a draft resolution, HJ-RES-217, which was.
pending before the Committee on Post Office and Civil Service, and
would designate September as National Alcchol and Drug Treatment
Month. He said a significant portion of the crime that occured in
Takoma Park was alcohol and/or drug-related. In econclusion, Mr. Upton
inquired whether there was any intention of putting a gquestion,
regarding unification on the ballot in_the November City Flection.

Mayor Del Giudice said the Mayor and Council could decide to put such
a question on the ballot; however, he said there was a bill before the
legislature in the last session which requested that the legislature
provide for a referendum -—- it would amount to a reguest that they
sanction such a referendum -- the legislature chose not to enact the
pill. He said it died in the legislative process before the Frince
George’s Bi-County Delegation; however, he did not think that would
prevent the City from having a non-binding referendum on the subject
as a part of the City Election. The Mayor said there were substantial
hurdles to be ovearcome before there could be much hope for unifica-
tion, and he did not think there was much likelihood any effort would
have much chance of success prior to completion of the next Census
when there was a clearer picture of the population strength of the two
counties in relative terms, -and in terms of how many Senators and
Delesates each delegation would get to represent them -- he said he
thought that was 2a significant factor in the unification issue —~ that
Prince George’s County did not want to lose population because 1T
could result in loss of a Delegate or even a Senator in the state

legislature.

ITEMS FOR COUNCIL ACTION:

1. cecond Reading of an Ordinance Authorizing Installation_of Speed
Humps_on Woodland Avenue.

The Mayor noted receipt of a petition signed by recidents of the
street, asking for installation of 3 speed humps rather than 2, so as
+to make the street as safe as possible. Councilmember Douglas said he
would be moving to +azkle the item, as well as the one following, which
also dealt with speed humps. He said the citizens had raised 2
issuss, i.€., that because of the configuration of the street, 3 humps
would provide a greater degree of protection/safety, and that, if
budget constraints were & factor, perhaps the directly-affected
residents could raise the money to pay for the third speed hump. Mr.
Douglas said that, regarding the first issue, the guidelines were
somewhat ambiguous and unclear, particularly for streets such as
Woodland, where blocks and Cross streets wers not clearly defined.
Additionally, he said the criteria had not always been followed to the
letter, to the extent +hat was possible. Be said the issue of how the
installations should be funded had arisen from time to time, had been
pondered and discussed to some extent, but had not to date been di-
rectly addressed. He pointed out the elected body had a memorandum
from Public Works Director Giancola clarifying his position on the
izsue, and noted that communication indicated that, given the present
workload, it would not be roszible to install the speed humps on
Wocdland until semetime after July 1. Inasmuch as a delay need nct
affect when the speed humps were installed, Mr. Douglas said he would
propccse Lo table both Speed Eump Ordinancez and direct the Traffic
Committee to examine both iz=ues, i.e., the appropriateness= cf the
criteria and the l1lszsue of funding, with a repcrt back to the elected

[x]
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body in early July so that possible revisions to the criteria could be

cochsidered and a position could be adopted on the issue-of ~funding; -~ .~

thercafter, the Woodland Avenue and Lincoln Avenue speed hump peti-
tions could be addressed. Mr. Douglas said he had checked with.the .
Chair of the Traffic Committee, who had said the committee could
consider the issues stated within the next month or so. He said while
he favored what had been accepted at First Reading, that perhaps after
due consideration and clarification/revision of the guidelines, 3, or
possibly more, speed humps would be approved for Woodland Avenue.

Councilmember d'Eustachio commented that he would want to ensure that
by tabling the items, the installation of the speed humps would not in
any way be delayed. Given Public Works’ pressing workload, he said it
appeared that would not be the case, however, if the Traffic Committee
were not able to make a recommendation within the given time period,
then he would move that the elected body proceed and install the speed
humps so that there would not be any delay in the installation, which
he said was the first and foremost concern. He said Mr. Douglas’
point that the criteria were unclear was legitimate, and it did make -
sense to examine a more general approach to how the City should pro-
ceed in such cases. Mr. d’Fustachio said that if the motion to table
moved forward, he would ask that a straw vote be taken on proceeding
with the installations; he pointed out that the residents of both
Woodland Avenue and Lincoln Avenue had done a great deal of work
toward getting the humps authorized for installation and he felt they
deserved some sort of assurance that that would occur.

The Mayor related the restrictive meeting schedule projected for the
elected body in July, and commented that if the motion to table were
made, that should be taken into consideration. Councilmember Elrich
commented that after having opposed the third speed hump on Woodland
at the May 15 meeting, he had driven around the area some and had to
concur with Mr. Douglas that there appeared to be little rhyme or
reason to the criteria for the number of speed humps on a given
street. He said he was somewhat concerned about possibly changing the
guidelines in midstream for the two groups of residents who had
petitions pending, agreed there was need for a policy review, but
thought perhaps the two at hand, having already had a First Reading,
cshould proceed. t the same time, he said he would want the policy
review to proceed as well.

Councilmember Leary inquired whether a literal reading of the existing
guidelines and criteria would prohibit a third speed hump on Woodland;
Public Works Director Giancola resronded in the negative, pointing out
that what the criteria did was more in the way of establishing what
would be an optimum. He suggested that if the issue of funding for
speed humps were examined, the possibility of levying an additional
amount on property owners’ taxes on speed hump streets should be
considered. Responding to further inguiry, Mr. Giancola. said he would
not change his original recommendation of 2 speed humps inasmuch as he
felt that to be the optimal number for that street, however, should
the decision be to install 3, that would not in any way violate the
dictates of the guidelines. Councilmember Martin commented that this
was the first time the speed hump issue had come up since the Traffic
Committee had been in full operation; she said it was probably an
oversight not to have referred it to them earlier, and she felt it
should now be referred to that group for their recommendation.

Councilmember d’Eustachio moved adoption of the ordinance, duly
seconded by Councilmember Elrich. Mr. d’'Eustachio moved to amend the
ordinance by changing the word %we to three wherever it appeared; the
motion waz duly szeconded by Councilmember Leary. Additionally, HMr.
d’Eustachio noted that since the ordinance specified locations of the
humps by addresses, there would be need for those addrecsses to ke
changed to reflect the appropriate siting of three humps rather than
two. The Mayor suggested that the ordinance be adopted without any
locations specified, leaving that to the discretion of the Director of
Public Works in conjunction with residents’ wishes, and subject to
review by the elected body. He noted the specific locations could be
a sensitive matter with =zome residents. Mr. d’Eustachic asked that
language be inserted stating that the specific placement of the three
humgs shall be developed by the Director of Public Works in conjungz
tion with the appropriate parties. Councilmember Douglas suggestsd

L2
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that the ordinance be amended at a later date as a consent agenda
“item,. inserting the exact locations at that time.

Coun01lmember Martin related having driven up Woodland Avenue to .
examine the situation; she sald she did not envision being able to get
a car up to sufficient speed to be problematic or hazardous between
two speed humps, given the curves on that street. She said she would
vote in favor of two speed humps, but not three.

Karen Anderson, 7007 Woodland Avenue: confirmed that 3 speed humps on
Woodland would not violate the criteria of the gunidelines; she said
the petition submitted bore signatures of residents of 26 out of the
32 houses on the street -- 4 residents were not at home. Contrary to
Ms. Martin’s observation, she said she had gotten her car up to 40 mph
in the distance between where the two humps were proposed to be lo-
cated; she said if two humps were installed, it would leave the option
to install a third at a later time, because the criteria called for
them to be 300’ apart. She said the humps had been very effective on
Sycamore Avenue, however, a lot of people cut through Woodland from
410 to get to New Hampshire Avenue. She said if the third hump, which
was wanted by the residents, was a budget problem, the residents could
raise half, and perhaps more, of the cost. However, she said even if
they ended up getting only two, they would still be grateful.

Ted Simms. 7009 Woodland Avenue: said he had 3 children, had noted an
inerease in the number of speeding vehicles on the street -- not only
during the day, but at night as well. He said traffic was using the
street as a shortcut, and spoke in favor of three speed humps.

John Alexander, 7102 Woodland Avenue: said he would take issue with
Councilmember Martin's comments about speed on Woodland -- with 500’
between speed humps, he said he thought one could accelerate to 40 mph
fairly easily, and those using the street as a cut-throush were doing
so to save time.

The motion to amend by insertion of the word three in place of two
throughout, and to delete identication of locations by address with
insertion in its place of the language indicating that exacit placement
would be worked out by the Public Works Director in coopsration with
residents carried, with Councilmember Martin voting Nay, balance of
those present voting Aye. The ordinance, as amsnded, was adopted by
roll call vote as follows: AYE: Councilmembers d’Eustachio, Douglas,
Elrich, Hamilton, Leary and Martin; NAY: None; ABSENT: Councilmember

Sharp.

ORDINANCE #1988-16
{attached)

The Mayor. asked that the Traffic Committee be directed to review the
policy issues raised earlier regarding speed humps; Councilmember
Leary said they should be asked to report back by the end of July.

2. Second Reading of Ordinance Authorizing Installatiopn of Speed

Humps on Lincoln_Avenue.
Councilmember d’Eustachio moved adoption of the ordinance, duly

seconded by Councilmember Douglas.

David Pearce, 424 Lincoln Avenue: regarding the criteria, he said
residents of the street had met the existing criteria and felt that
the speed humps were needed on Lincoln Avenue. He expressed a concern
about whether the installation would be delayed dus to the regqnested
policy review by the Traffic Committee. Mayor Del Giudice said that
moving forward with the two ordinances indicated a wish not to delay
those particular installationsz; he pointed out, howsver, that the
Public Works Director had advised that due to the existing worklead,
the installations would probably not occur until after July 1. HMr.
Pearce pointed out that Lincoln Avenue had no sidewalks, with scheool
soon to be out for the summer, it would be dangerous for children on
that street.

Carol Demeter, 508 Lincoln Avesnue: inquired whether the fzct of doing
the work in the next fi=cal year would cause any delay,; the Mayor
assur=d it would not in any way affest when the installation occurred.
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The ordinance was adopted by roll call vote as follows: AYE: Council-

. ‘memibers d’Eustachio, ‘Douglas, -Elrich; Hamilton, :Leary .and Martin; NAY: ..::
‘None; ABSENT: Councilmember Sharp. - - R

ORDINANCE #1983-17
(attached)

Councilmember Douglas moved that the Traffic Committee be directed to
formally review the guidelines and criteria for installation of speed
humps, with the review to include public participation on some level
and to be completed by the end of July 1989; the motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Leary.

David FPearce, 424 Lincoln Avenue: remarked it would appear that would
delay installation of the speed humps on his street, which could be
done in early July. Councilmember Douglas reassured Mr. Pearce that
examination of the existing law would not delay or affect installation
of the speed humps on Lincoln, which had already been authorized by
adoption of the ordinance. '

Councilmember Martin commented that during.review of the criteria, the
aspect of how speed humps affect/impact neighboring streets should
also be examined, and the question of whether the petitions should
require signatures of (x) number of residents of those streets should
be addressed. The Mayor remarked that it had been some time since the
guidelines were formulated and adopted, and it would be sensible to
review the entire process. Ms. Martin commented that perhaps the
process for installation of stop signs should also be reviewed; the
Mayvor suggested she submit that as an agenda item and it could be
scheduled for worksession discussion.

The resclution was passed by unanimous vote.

RESOLUTION #1983-50Q
{attached)

Addressing members of the audience interested in original agenda item
#6, the Mayor reiterated his earlier explanation that Mr. Garlow had
requested withdrawal at the present time of his petition for use of
the right-of-way off Colby Avenue for permanent vehicular access to
his property. Mayor Del Giudice said he anticipated a motion would be
made to table the item indefinitely at the appropriate point in the
agenda; he related that Mr. Garlow had discussed the situation with
his Council representative, Mr. Sharp, who concurred it would be
appropriate to table the matter for the present, which would allow Mr.
Garlow more of an opprortunity to meet and discuss the situation with
the community. BHe said if those interested wished to wait, they would
be afforded an opportunity to speak on the matter at the appropriate
point in the agenda. :

3. Second_ Resading and_Adoption of FY 1990 City Budget Ordinance.

Councilmember Douglas moved adoption of the ordinance, duly seconded
by Councilmember Hamilton. Councilmember Elrich remarked he wished to
propose some amendments to the ordinance; he said what he intended to
ultimately propose was that the City float a bond issue for $502,000.
He said the tax rate would ultimately be lowered from $1.848 to $1.818
as an end result of his proposed changes. He explained he wished to
change local taxes to 4,008,855; service charges to $246,109; subtctal
to $6,981,676; transfer $368 from General Fund Unappropriated Reserve
(tentatively); total budget would then be $6,882,044, rather than
€7,209,2089, as proposed. In Section 3. of the ordinance, he said he
would want to reduce Non-Departmental Expenses to $1,306,892; increasze
Debt Service to $186,328; with Total Expenditures to equal $6,992,044.
In Section 7., he said he would wish to increase the Equipment Re-
placement Reserve to $385,316; the Emergency Reserve in Section &. to
%612,890. Mr. Elrich said he would propose to float a bond issue for
$300,000 for road improvements, which was the amount Public Works
Director Giancola had estimated would be required to accomplish all
necessary major road repairs in the city; $86,000 would be designated
for completion of all 3 phases of the Library Renovation; $21,000 for
the roof that had been discuss=d; $35,000 for the boiler; and 3$60,000
for leaf and stormwater management systems. He said the actual chan-
ges to the Capital Budget would be to remove $100,000 from Roads;
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' $36,165 from the Library; $21,000 for the roof; $35,000 for the hoil-

: -mer; $60,000 for:the leaf and . stormwater systems:=- amounting.to a. ..:... ..:
~total reducltion in the Capital Budget of $252,165 -- $35,000 would be

-added to the budget under Debt Service to cover the cost of issuing
the bond in the first year. He explained that additions to revenues
would come from interest gained on the $176,000 not transferred out of
Capital Reserves. Additionally, the City would earn about $10,000 in
interest if it could get 8% interest on 50% of the bond money, i.e.,
$250,000 ~- assuming that a balance of that amount was held for a
period of 6 months, which appeared to be realistic. He said the City
should have a net increase of about $23,8039. All things considered,
Mr. Elrich said it should be possible to reduce the tax rate by
approximately $.03. For the use of the untransferred reserve of
$172,000, which he said he was now proposing not be transferred, he
said he would add $20,000, which would complete the requirement for
the Emergency Reserve, for which there was originally a slight short-
age. He said he would add $127,000 to the Equipment Reserve, which
would bring that funding to the level the Council had originally
wished it to be. He said that would leave about $25,000 in an unap-
propriated balance, for which he could submit some proposals if there
were interest in using the money. Mr. Elrich said that he had exa-
mined Ms. Habada’s projection sheet for a 10-year bond with a $535,000
principal, and if the situation were viewed on the basis of the dollar
value at present, the bond issue would_end up costing the City about
$85,000 in 19893 dollars, spread over a ten-yvear period. In addition,
he said if the reserves remained $172,000 higher because the monies
were not expended and the money continued to earn 8%, and if that were
calculated over a ten-year period using the same adjustments for
inflation and the 1889 dollar worth, and then the overall ten-year
cost of the bond issue (in 1989 dollars) were compared with the mone-
tary gain of retaining the reserve and allowing the interest to com-
pound, the City would actually end up with a small surplus of about
$21,000 -- though in truth somewhat more dollars would be spent than
what otherwise would have been. However, Mr. Elrich said it would be
a different matter if one were talking about 13-18% interest rates.
but the City would be able to borrow the money at about 7%, which
would be fairly close to what the level of inflation would probably be
-- and that seriocusly reduced the cost of the money to the City.
Having money in reserve drawing interest also further narrowed the gap
in the cost of the bond issue to the City. He said he feared that by
delayving necessary repairs to roads and infrastructure, the nature and
amount of the needed work would be increased substantially and there
would be a gquantitative change in the amount of money required to
accomplish the work. He said a bond issue would be a fairly prudent
and fairly conservative means of getting the work done if the costs
were considered over a ten-year period. Councilmember Martin duly
seconded Mr. Elrich’s proposed amendments.

Councilmember Hamilton moved to table the ordinance; he pointed out
that the ordinance was scheduled for Second Reading and said a consent
vote of the Council had been taken in worksession rejecting the bond
proposal. Mr. Hamilton said he had gquestions about what was being
presented, e.g., from whom would the City borrow the money, wWhat would
the process involve, what decisions would have to be made. He said he
appreciated the amount of work Mr. Elrich had gone to to formulate his
proposal, but unless the budget process were going to be delayved, the
decision had been that a bond proposal would not be considered in
conjunction with the FY 1980 budget and the proposed budget reflected
that consensus. He said if the Council wished to go through and redo
the entire budget based on soms figures presented only within the lzst
hour, he would not vote on the matter because the Council had made
considered decisions on capital items and whether or not to get into a
bond issue. He said he moved to table the proposed amendment, duly
seconded by Councilmember d’Eustachio. The Mayor pointed out that in
order to table the proposed amendment, which had been duly secaonded,
the ordinance would have to be tabled as well. Councilmember Hamilton
withdrew his motion to table.

Councilmember Douglaz commented that Mr. Hamilton had raised valig
points; he said the is=zue was complex, was being discussed for the
first time, and while he felt it to be worthwhile for the elected body
to enter into discuszsion of the propos=al which he thought was inte-
resting, he would nct support any sort of final action zt the present
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meeting. He said if it were felt that some of the questions raised

.were worth more indepth consideration. and examination,:he would:sug=. . .
gest tabling final-action definitely:until June 5 to allow for:final:=--

review and for any public participation that might be warranted. Mr. ..
Douglas said that to the extent he could support any of what Mr.
Elrich had proposed, it would be conditional upon tabling final action
on the ordinance for a week.

Responding to Councilmember Hamilton, the Mayor affirmed that the
following Monday, June 5, was the regularly-scheduled worksession, at
which time a Special Session could be convened to take final action on
the proposed budget.

Councilmember d’Eustachio commented that it would be questionable
practice to take up consideration of a bond issue at Second Reading of
the budget ordinance, when Council had been presented with the numbers
only during the meeting and had not had any opportunity to check them
over carefully, let alone examine the underlying premises which were
fairly substantial and the numerical computations/shenanigans that
would allow the City to borrow money and still come out $23,000 ahead.
He said he did not feel it would be prudent to vote on such an issue
immediately, given the information that had been provided. He said he
would, in fact, argue against delaying adoption of the proposed bud-
get, because the bond proposal could certainly be considered subse-
guent to budget adoption, and a budset amendment effected, if that
were desirable. Mr. d’Eustachio said that if what Mr. Elrich was
proposing would, in fact, effect a substantial savings to the City,
then it would probably be prudent for the Council to amend the budget
and proceed with it, howsever, he did not think to do so precipitously
would be well-advised. He remarked that if Mr. Elrich’s scheme woulgd,
indeed, work, it would be the answer to the politician’s dream of
being able to reduce taxes in an election year -- something perhaps
all would like to do, however, he said he was not willing to put the
City’s finances at risk to do so. He said he felt he and his collea-
gsues should all be confident and willing to run on the strength of
their accomplishments rather than the strength of some fiscal sleight-
of-hand which permitted a reduction in taxes a few months before the
election. Mr. d’Eustachioc said he felt the bond proposal to be aques-
tionable, and it was certainly something that could be accomplished
after tha fact of budget adeption.

Councilmember Leary concurred with Mr. d’Eustachio that what Mr.
Elrich had proposed was very complicated and the Council had had only
sbout an hour in which to peruse it, while concurrently participating
in other portions of the meeting. He said he did not think even z
week was sufficient time in which to fully examine such a proposal,
let alone allow for public input on it, and he did not think that
wise. He said he thought it would be ill-advised to take such a
momentous approach to budgeting in the city based on a 4-3 vote. He
said his basic objection to the substance of Mr. Elrich’s proposal was
that he saw no urgent purpose in taking such action during the presant
budget cycle -- he said he did not oppose, in principle, the idea of
bonding, but did think the step of putting out a guarter of a million
dollars in interest in order to get a half million dollars should be
taken only when there was an urgent, overriding purpose that could be
funded in no other way. He said what would be funded with the
$500,000 gained by Mr. Elrich’s proposal, with two exceptiions, were
things that were already budgeted for without floating a bond issus --
two additional phases (which the Library Director had not regquestec)
in the Library renovation would be provided for, and an additicnal
$200,000 worth of infrastructure repair work. He said if the situa-
tion were so desperate on certain city streets that they would virtu-
ally fall apart completely if they were not fixed within the next i2
months, he would want to see evidence of that conclusion. He said he
did not dispute the priorities set by the Director of Fubliec Works,
but what was being proposed was to increase the amount of money that
might be spent on a budget line item on which a substantial amount
would be spent anyway ad infinitum into the future. Should there be
absolutely no money avalilable in the next budget to continue the
infrastructure repair program initiated last year, then he said he
would certainly seriously consider and be inclined to surpcrt a bond
issus at that time in order to continue the program. He noted a
substantial amount had been provided in the proposed budget for that
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program, and there wWas no hard evidence toO jndicate that it could -not .
be continuedaat:a similar-level-in‘thernext-fiscal‘yearisbudgeth. T

x

Councilmember.Martin-said that. the Library_Director.had‘asked for . .
Phase 1 of the renovation during the current budget cycle because she
had previously asked for all 3 phases and had been discouraged by the
elected body from getting the necessary funding approved in a lump
sum. Concerning road improvements, she sald she understood that, uP
until the past year, no City money had been spent for that purpose =~
i1t had formerly all come £rom CDBG funds. She said she felt the
zituation was becoming aritical because tax monies citizens thought
were used for +hat purpose had not been, and she felt 1t was time the
elected body took the jnitiative and ensured that service was provided
by the city- Additionally, Ms. Martin =said that while she might not
concur with lowering the tax rate as much as Mr. Elrich had suggested,
perhaps it could be kept at jts former level (rather than raising

it $.025) by 1o0king at floating & bond issue.

The Mayor commented he was unaware of any rule governing any legisla~—
tive body anywhere that would prevent a member of that body from
moving an amendment to a plece of legislation pecause it had been
turned dowWn in a warksessilon. He said the proposal that the Council
had turned down in worksession was a different bond proposal jpvolving
a lesser amount of money -- one of the;complaints voiced at that time
was that it was not the right package; did not do enough. He said
while the proposal at hand was somewhat different, the basic jssues
were not that different, the policy considerations were not that
different. He said he was & bit tired of the fancy footwork by some,
which was relying now on the numbers not working. He gaid if & week
was needed to check out the numbers, that was f£ine, but 2 policy
decision had to be made. He said there was no reason not to examine
the policy, and he felt there was solid-evidence that the pond issué
would be needed —~ both at present and in future- He pointed out that
in order +o balance the proposed budget, $174,000 would have to be
taken oub of reserves, and if that reserve did not exist, then Laxes
would have to be raised by « 08/8100. While mone¥ was allocated for
road work last year, 200,000 had to be taken out of reserves in order
+o GO SO He said the elected officials’ quCCessors would jnevitably
face budget shortfalls unless something were dene. Be caid while some
cuts could probably he made, unless major cavital improvements were
financed on @ longterm basis, then taxes would have to be raised
significantly in order to balance the budget. He said he fell that to
be good enough reason to consider 2 bond 1ssue now; a lot of hard work
had gone into building some reserve since 1983, when the City went
jnto the red, and that should not be depleted carelessly- The Mayor
said that how & bond issue would be done had been discussed a number
of times ~7 it would be done through +the State Infrastructure Bond
Program which allows all sorts of local governments to partic1pate and
offers 1low rates and coOsStS. Leferring to Hs. Martin’s comments, he
said renovation of the Library Tad been delaved for 2 years becauss
funding could not be found toO enter into it and a policy decision
could not bhe made on 2 bond 1lssue.

Councilmember Elrich commented he realized jt was late in the process
to be making his proposal, however, said he felt a gerious and intel-
ligent discussion of the issue of bonding had been avoided during his
{enure On the Council. He said staff had not been asked to do &
longierm analysis that would provide net present value calculations s0
that a considered decision could be made on the subject. He said
while Councilmember Leary had talked about next year’s tudget and the
gecurity of the pudget then, he frankly found the tudsget discussions
during the present year comevhat depressing; i{ was frustrating that
evervone was faced with enormous property tax assessment increases;
which should produce & substantial increase in revenues for the City,
and yet the budget could barely be met -~ and that could not be dons
without dipping into reserves. For that reascol. he could not view the
next budget year with any great optimism; unless and until & better
situztion could be worked out with the countles, the problems were
1ikely to magnify. RPegarding the roads in the cit¥. he sald he did
not think they were Eo1lng to disintegrate any time SoOOT, but did knov
that th= qualitative condition of the roads would changs and .condi-
tiens would worsen, particularly depending upon weather geverity, @
the cost of repalrs wonld encalate. He pointed out that the elects

fLs!



A AR R AR AR L TR B B A A A T L T T

IR T A -~ i+ -Council Meeting Minutes, 5/30/85: -

body had voted favorably on lease-purchasing, had spent a lot of money

«that way, and it had made it possible .to do things-that might othex- ...
“wise not have been done. ~Thus, he said:he did not think bonding would -
‘be stepping into new and uncharted territory since it was not entirely..

different from lease-purchasing. He said he did not oppose taking a
week so that staff could examine the calculations, project the true
costs to the City, and so that the Council could make a considered
decision. He said he did think the proposal merited serious examina-
tion and that the existing money problems were grave enough that
bonding should be seriously considered.

Councilmember d’Eustachio remarked that the Council had seriously
discussed bonding a number of times, had spent several hours discus-
sing it during recent budget worksessions -- it was the prime item on
the agenda at one worksession less than a month and a half ago. He
said staff had been asked to look at the issue and information had
been gotten back from them; there simply was not sufficient support
among members of the Council for the issue to move forward. While it
was true that reserves were being dipped into, he said he did not
understand how borrowing money and paying interest on it would be
better -- to cite taking money from the reserves as a basis for bor-
rowing simply flew in the face of sound accounting and common sense.
He said while it was true that the City had entered into lease-
purchasing, the proposal to do so was not presented at 9:30 on the
night of the Second Reading of the budget ordinance -- 1t was brought
up months prior to the First Reading. He pointed out that lease-
purchasing was costing about $.025/%100 on the tax rate in the pre-
sently-proposed budget; had prior Councils budgeted more prudently and
provided for timely equipment replacement rather than allowing it to
deteriorate, the present tax rate could probably be somewhat lower.
He said to choose to go back into the expensive hole of payving inte-
rest was not something that should be done without a very careful
examination, and each time the matter had been examined to date, the
Council had apparently not thought it prudent to proceed. He said he
was willing to continue to examine and discuss the matter, bui was not
willing to go along with it and then discuss it later -- nor was he
willing to delay adoption of the budget in order to discuss it. He
said he did not think examining the matter for one week was affording
it adequate consideration.

Responding to query from Councilmember Douglas, Public Works Director
Giancola stated he would confirm Mr. Elrich’s commentary about the
worsening condition of certain city streets and the increzsed cost of
dealing with the problems if they were allowed to progress. He said
he had recently been examining some of the streets with the City
Enginesr and some, such as Kennebec, Houston, and 14th Street, were
going to require reconstruction cf some portions prior to being
overlaid, whereas had they bzen taken care of earlier, the cost and
amount of work would. both have been less. Mr. Giancola affirmed that
the three streets mentioned were going to be repaired with money
provided in the current year’s budget; he said there were others in
similar condition, and the point was that serious damage was already
being seen in streets that had been neglected for such a long time.
Following brief dialogue with Mr. Giancola regarding his ongoing
prioritized list/summary of streets requiring work, Mr. Douglas said
while he was concerned about the point in the process at which the
bonding issue had been raised, he did think Mr. Elrich had presented a
reasonable proposal. He said while there had been some general dis-
cussions about bonding in worksession, no proposal had been presented
that would have focussed the discussion on specific gquestions. He
commented he felt Mr. Elrich should be commended for coming up with
such a proposal, however, regretted it had not been presented earlier.
Mr. Dcuglas said he shared the Mayor’s concerns about future budgets;
based on the 5-year capital budget projection that had been prepared
for the Council, he said he foresaw having to dip into reserves each
coming year and having to dig deeper and deeper in order to fund the
budget without any relief in sight. 1In that context, he said he
thought the time was appropriate to consider bonding; he said he did
not think borrowing was bad, per se, if it were done con the right
terms and when it was worth the cost. He said he would personally
like to proceed with adopticn of the budgset ordinance and then take
the bonding issue az a budget amendment. He noted, however, the ne
to et the tax rate and said perhaps that would simply have to be s
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without regard for the bonding proposal. Be said perhaps staff could,
'npgnsgit with the;auditors-in.the_coming;week and examine -the propOSaiff S
resolving.any technical~problem5yfand“reportfbackfto the'CounCil'Oﬁ“*’““’““*
June 5, at which time the merits could be considered. He said he -
would be willing to vote in favor of accepting the proposal for First
Eeading as a budget amendment, SO that Second Reading/adoption could
occur, if appropriate, on June 5. The Mayor noted that Assistant City
Administrator Habada had advised him that the state was intending to
put out a bond issue in July 1989; if the City should decide it wished
to participate in that issue, a decision would have to be made within
n-3 weeks so that the state could be notified accordingly. Ms. Habada
pointed out that the state would probably do another issue sometime
within the coming year, but the timing would probably depend upon the
bond markets and whether a favorable rate could be obtained.

In the interests of accommodation, Councilmember Flrich said he would
be willing to separate his proposal from the budget adoption, provided
it could be accepted for Tirst Reading with an analysis to be done by
staff in the coming 1-2 weeks and subseguent Second Reading. Council-
member d’Eustachio pointed out there would be another bond issue put
out by the state within the coming fiscal year, soO he did not see the
point in rushing into anything; aside from possibly participating in
the July issue, the only other benefit would be to adjust the tax
rate, and given the time constraints related to adoption of ordinan-
ces, that did not appear likely. Councilmember Leary asked whether a
straw vote could be cast to indicate whether or not there was a
majority favoring bonding S5o as to enact a tax cut. Mr. d’Eustachio
remarked he felt it was obvious without any vote that in Councilmember
Sharp's absence, who was a staunch opponent of bonding, the Mayor and
Councilmember Elrich had brought the issue forward knowing +hat Mayor
Del Giudice would cast the necessary vote in favor of bonding to break
a 3-3 tie. Mr. Douglas said he was not prepared to vote: he moved to
table the budget ordinance and proposed amendment definitely until
June 5, with a Special Session to be convened at that time. Council-
membear Leary duly seconded the motion. The motion to table carrisd by
a 3-3 voie, with the Mayor voiting in the affirmative to break the tie,
and commenting he was doing soO in order that there might be furthsar
discussion and time for staff to evaluate Mr. Elrich’s proposed amend-
ment and report back to +he -elected body. Councilmember d’Eustachio
commented that if the Council voted in favor of encumbering the City
with a bond issue without any formal notification to the public,
without notification in any form of printed media, it would be an
outrageous miscarriage of justice and an unconscionable act. The
Mayor remarked on the willingness of some members of the Council to
raiss taxes by $.025, but said they were lucky that the Nawslatter was
able to fit notice of that in before printing deadline; otherwise,
there would have been no public notice about that either. Mr.
d’Eustachio pointed out that notice of the propossd tax rzte increase
was also published in The Montgomery Journal.

The Mayor said he would recommend that original agenda items 4 and
#5, the Tax Rate Ordinance and the Amendment to Personnzl Classifica-
tion Plan Ordinance, also be tabled definitely until the June 5 Spe-
cial Session when the budget ordinance would be addressed. Council-
member Douglas remindsed that at First Reading, some question had besen
raised about the reclassification of the Executive Secretary; he asked
that the Council be apprised of that situation. City Administrator
Wilson said he hzad been advised verbally that Ms. Martin hiad some
question and had respondad by memorandum tc her, with a copy to the
Mayor. Mr. Douglas suggested that other members of the Council might
be crovided with copies of that memo, which would resolve ths ques”
+ion; HMr. Wilson affirmed that would be daone.

Councilmember Douglas moved o tazble the Tax Rate Ordinance and the
Amendment to Personnel Classificaticn Flan COrdinance definitely until
the June 5 Special SJession. The motion carried with the Mayor voting
in the zaffirmative to brezk a 3-3 tie. It was noted that the FPerson-
nel Classification tmendment had no impact on the budget, but was
teirng held over S0 &3 to allocw Mr. Wilson to provide the requested
information to members of the Council. Councilmember Leary asked that
in the one weelk interim, information also be provided the elected body
Ly the Public Works iyector regarding which %300,000 wuorth of strest
wory repalrs could not bte delayed beyond the ond of the next fizc
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year and why that was the case. The Mayor said he felt sure Mr.
- Giancola could update:the elected body.on those streets he had hoped -
to repair. T

4. _ Resolution of Council Position re Use of Colby Avenue Right-of-
Way ss Permapent Vehicular Access.

The Mayor, for the record, noted receipt of a letter addressed to City
Administrator Wilson and Councilmembey Sharp from a citizen who was in
attendance. He reiterated his earlier statement regarding a request
to withdraw the petition for access off of Colby Avenue and said that,
under the circumstances, he felt it would be appropriate for the
elected body to table the item indefinitely. Councilmember d’Eusta-
chio so moved, duly seconded by Councilmember Hamilton; the motion
carried by unanimous vote. The Mayor commented that the issue would
not be brought back before the Council unless and until the community
had received appropriate notice that the petitioner was again proceed-
ing with his reguest.

Councilmember Douglas commented that the Colby Avenue 1ssue had raised
the repetitive question of a City policy regarding paper streets; he
said he would ask that such a policy become a priority for the Council
and that the Traffic Committee be requested to again take up the issue
of under what circumstances development of paper streets should be
allowed and how funding for improvement of such streets should occur.
He so moved, duly seconded by Councilmember Elrich. Councilmember
Martin commented that, as a member of the Open Space Committee which
was not currently active but slated to reactivate soon, she envisioned
the question as being one of access to open space -- properties that
are not presently developed -- and that was one of the issues that the
Open Space Committee intended to address. She said she would ask that
the gquestion either be referred to that committee or else to them in
addition to the Traffic Committee. Councilmember Douglas remarked
that if it could be demonstrated to him that that committee was func-
tional, he would have no problem with joint jurisdiction regarding the
policy cuestion on paper streets. He said he had no argument that
there were not other legitimate issues related to the question, but
said he felt the Traffic Committee was the place where the process
should begin. The motion, which the Mayor remarked hea would interpret
as a resolution and which should include a report to the Transporta-
tion, Flanning & Zoning Committee prior to reporting to the elected
body, carried by unanimous vote. '

RESOLUTION $#1889-51
{attached)

Mr. Wilson related that, having opsned the letter that had been deli-
vered earlier and had been indicated as being made a part of the
record, it contained a petition from the Colby Avenus Citizens’ Asso-
ciation bearing 19 signatures and strenuously opposing development on
the existing pedestrian path.

5. Resolution_of Councll Position Regarding Proposed Closging of

Division Street.

Mayor Fro Tem d’Eustachio noted that the resclution stated the Council
would take no position on the proposed closure. Councilmember Elrich
moved passage of the resolution, duly seconded by Councilmember Hamil-
ton. Thne resolution was passzed by unanimous vote of those present
(Councilmembers Leary and Martin temporarily absent, Councilmember
Sharp absent).

RESOLUTION_$#198%-52
{attached)

8. Resolution Endorsing Establishment of Takoma Park mphony
Orchestra.

Mayor Pro Tem d’Eustachio moved passage of the resoclution, duly
seconded by Councilmember Hamilten. The resolution was passed by
unanimous vote of those present (Councilmembers Leary and Martin
temporarily absent, Councilmember Sharp absent).

RESQLITION #188%-83 -
{attached)




Ao e e s i Ganneil Meeting Minutes, 5/30/89"

7. TResolution re Takoma Park Parent Child Respurce Center Closing.
Mayor- Pro Tem d’Eustachio.moved passage of the resolution, rduly. w0
seconded by Councilmember Douglas. : e T R I

Nina Seavev, 7214 Spruce Avenue: said she was a parent of small
children; she explained that the center was located in the c¢ld elemen-
tary school, sharing space with the refugee center, and was run by
Montgomery County. She said the center was being forced to vacate due
to the opening of an alternative high school at that location, and
interested parties were recently informed that another Takoma FPark
site for the parent child resource center would not be sought, but
that it would be moved to New Hampshire Estates. She said concerned
parents had researched statistics kept on use of the center -- over
the past 9 months over 5,000 people had made use of it, which equated
to about 35 people a day. She said it had been used by a variety of
people in the community; it was situated at a strategic location to
the Maple Avenue corridor and the Historic District of the city, as
well as other surrounding neighborhoods, and was right on a bus line.
However, the majority of users were day care providers traveling to
the facility on foot. She said the concerned parents were requesting
support from the Council in asking the Area I Superintendent, Dr.
Lewis, to find another site within the city rather than moving the
location of the centar. She said a final decision about moving the
location of the center had not been made, but would be within the next
couple of weeks; the parents were presently engaged in a petition
drive and had gathered 100 signatures, hoping to double that amount in
the coming week. She urged that the elected body assist in keeping
the center in Takoma Park to serve the ever-burgeoning numbers of
emall children in the city. Responding to gquery from Councilmember
Elrich, she said she had had some discussion of the matter with the
Administrative Assistant in Dr. Lewis’ office, who had advised her
that any site having running water could be considered a potential --
mention was made of the old post office building, the county had had
some discussions with the owner of that building, however, there was a
concern about the amount of money wanted for use of that site. She
said they had not at that time looked at other potential sites in the
area, but had basically decided to move the facility to the New Hamp-
shire Estates location because it was convenient -- thers was avail-
able space there in the school to do so and it would remove the need
to seek another site. She affirmed that the couniy was apparently
willing to pay to lease a site and pointed out that one way they fund
the facility was by regquesting parents who regularly send their chil-
dren there to make a small donation; there had not been a discussion
of whether parents would be willing to pay more to ensure keeping the
facility within Takoma Park. The Mayor indicated that he would send a
letter zlong with the resolution to Dr. Lewis and said if copies of
the citizens’ petitions were provided they could be included in the
transmittal. The resolution was passed by unanimous vote of those
present.

RESOLUTION #18989-54
{attached)

8. Resolutions Ratifving Local 400 _and AFSCME 3389 Union Contracts.
It was noted that the two resolutions were separate documents. Coun-
cilmember Hamilton moved passage of the resolution regarding the
AFSCME contract, duly seconded by Councilmember d'Eustachio. Mr.
Wilson commented that that coniract had been formally signed with the
unior, had undergone sufficiency review by Corporation Counsel Silber
and no patential recuirement had been found for changes tc the exist-
ing Code or ordinances. H= said he was comfortable with the elected
body proceeding with the AFSCle contract resclution. Councilmember
Douglas commented that in reading through the pertinent docum=nts he
had rnoticed a number of typosz, misspellings, etc., which he would
assume would be corrected. HMr. Wilson said that the unions understood
that nct only the City, but they, alsc, had to address that problem
and *here had to be a meeting of minds prior to final printing of the

contract. The resolution was passed by unanimous veote of those present.

REZCLUTION #1885-55
(attached) -

Mr. Wilzen remarlked that he wished to thank Mr. Gizrcolsz and his

—
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management team for the work they did in leading the negotiations.

* Councilmember Hamilton moved passage of the resclutionratifyingi:the
Local 400 union contract, duly seconded by Councilmember d’Eustachio. ...

Mr. Wilson commented that this contract had presented more difficulty
in reaching a point where he could feel comfortable recommending that
the City proceed with it; he said he still had reservations, primarily
based on the fact that earlier in the evening ratification of the
contract by all affected employees had not been completed and he had
no way of knowing whether that was accomplished. He said he foresaw
no problem in waiting a week to proceed with the resolution. He noted
that in addition to the problem of typos and misspellings such as Mr.
Douglas had mentioned, there was also need to examine the impact of
the Local 400 contract on several existing Code sections. Councilmem-
ber Douglas moved to table consideration of the resolution definitely
until June 5, duly seconded by Councilmember Martin; the motion car-
ried by unanimous wvote.

9, First Reeding of FY 1989-90 Pay Plan Ordinance.

Councilmember Douglas moved acceptance for First Reading, duly second-
ed by Councilmember Hamilton. The ordinance was accepted for First
Reading by unanimous vote.

ORDINANCE $#1988-
(attached)

10. First Reading of FY 1989-80 Executive Pay Plan Ordinance.
Councilmember Hamilton moved acceptance for First Reading, duly second-
ed by Councilmember d’Eustachio. The ordinance was accepted for First
Reading by unanimous vote.

ORDINANCE #1989~
(attached)

11. Resolution Effecting COLTA Appointments.

The Mayvor noted that the resoclution would be amended, striking the
second "Whereas" clause; thus, it would have onlv two total such
clauses. He said approintments effected by the "Resolve" clause would
be those of Norman Gleichman and Bill Batko as General Fublic Eerre-
sentatives, Gloria Iposu as a Tenant Representative. Councilmamber
Hamilton moved passage of the resclution, duly seconded by Councilmem-
ber Leary. The resolution was passed by unanimous vote.

RESOLUTION_#1889-56
{attached)

ég-EEEL;aL_EQading_gi_gxdinangﬂ_ng_iuzghaag_Qggig:_ﬂaghins_ig:_zuhlig
ks,

The Mayor noted Councilmember Douglas’ earlier request to move the
item from the consent agenda to the regular agenda. Councilmember
Leary moved acceptance for First Reading, duly seconded by Councilmem-
ber Martin. Councilmember d’'Eustachio commented that some guestions
had beeén raised abtout the item and he had concern about proceeding
with it lacking some discussion; he suggested perhaps it would -be
appropriate to have such a discussion in Executive Session, rather
than in a public session. He said he would not be willing at present
to vote in favor of the purchase because he did not feel he would be
voting with all available information in hand. Councilmember Douglas
said he, too, felt an Executive Session would be in order prior tc
voting on the matter. Councilmember d’Eustachio moved to table the
item indefinitely, duly seconded by Councilmember Hamilton. The mo-
ticn carried by unanimous vote.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Councilmember Hamilton moved passage of items 134 and 13B, collective-
ly: duly seconded by Councilmember d’Eustachio. The resolutions wers
passed by unanimous vote.

13A. Resolution Removing City Administrator from TPYFD Board of Direc-
lors.

ESOLOTICH #1389-587
(attached)
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- 13B, - Resolution re LGIT Excess Insurance.

. RESOLUTION #1983-58
(attached)

Councilmember &’Fustachio moved adoption of items 14A and 14B, collec-
tively; duly seconded by Councilmember Douglas. The items were adopt-
ed by roll call vote as follows: AYE: Councilmembers d’Eustachio,
Douglas, Hamilton, Leary, and Martin; NAY: None; ABSENT: Councilmem-
bers Elrich and Sharp.

14A. Segond Reading of an Ordinance Boyoetting Shell Products.

ORDINANCE $#1989-18
{attached)

14B. Single Reading Ordinance for PW89-90 Contract for Sireet Drain- .
age Improvements,

ORDINANCE _#1989-19

{attached)

Prior to adjournment, Mayor Del Giudice said he wished to enter into
the record a letter received from a citizen expressing support for the
closure of Division Street, and asking that the elected body give
consideration to the speed limit on Greenwood Avenue and possible
posting of some signage there regarding it. He sald she had asked
that the letter be entered into the record, and apologized for not

having noted it at the point in the agenda when the item was addressed.

Upon motion, duly seconded, the meeting adjourned at 10:40 p.m., to
reconvene in Executive Session regarding a personnsl matter and a
legal matter.

L
-
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Introduced by: Councilmember d'Eustachio

1st Reading:
2nd Reading:

5/15/89
5/30/89

ORDINANCE #1989-16

INSTALLATION OF THREE SPEED HUMPS ON WOODLAND AVENUE
(BETWEEN BEECH AVENUE AND ROUTE 410)

‘BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA PARK,

2676,

adopted June 27, 1983, be

amended by the addition of new subsection (r) to

as set forth below:

That speed hump installations, as
defined
the Code of Takoma Park, Md.,
amended, be

in Sec. 13-2(a)(14.2) of
1972,

installed at the

following locations:

MARYLAND
SECTION 1. THAT Ordinance No.
Section 1,
Section 1.
as
(r)
SECTION 2.

Woodland Avenue, between Beech
Avenue and Route 410, there
will be three speed humps
installed. Specific placement
of the three locations shall
be determined by the Director
of Public Works.

THAT funds to cover this work be appropriated from

the sitreet repair materials, Account #889.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL THIS 30th DAY OF May,

CALL VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

1989, BY ROLL

AYE: d'Eustachio, Douglas, Elrich, Hamilton, Leary, Martin

NAY: None
ABSTAINED: None
ABSENT: Sharp

1]



Introduced by:

Councilmember d'Eustachio

1st Reading: 5/15/89
2nd Reading: 5/30/89

ORDINANCE #1989-17

INSTALLATION OF FIVE SPEED HUMPS ON LINCOIN AVENUE
(BETWEEN JACKSON AND EIM AVENUES)

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA PARK,

MARYLAND

SECTION 1.

SECTION 2.

THAT Ordinance No. 2676, adopted June 27, 1983, be
amended by the addition of new subsection (s) to

Section 1,

Section 1.

as set forth below:

That speed hump installations, as
defined in Sec. 13-2(a)(14.2) of
the Ccde of Takoma Park, Md., 1972,
as amended, be installed at the
following locations:

(s) Lincoln Avenue, between
Jackson and Elm Avenues, five
speed humps to be installed;
one across from 403 and 406
Lincoln, the second hump
across from 405 and 416
Lincoln, the third across from
421 and 430 Lincoln, the
fourth across from 501 and 502
Lincoln and the fifth hump
located 236 feet from the stop
sign entering Elm Avenue.

THAT funds to cover this work be appropriated from
the street repair materials, Account #889.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL THIS 30th DAY OF May, 1989, BY ROLL
CALL VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

AYE: d'Eustachio, Douglas, Elrich, Hamilton, Leary, Martin

NAY: None

ABSTAINED: None

ABSENT: Sharp



Introduced By: Councilmember Elrich
Drafted By: L. Schwartz

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

ADOPTED: May 30, 19889

Resolution No. 1989-52

William Loveless, President of Columbia Union College,
has petitioned Montgomery County to c¢lose Division
Street, AND

this street is located adjacent to the City of Takoma
Park and the application has therefore been referred to
the City for review and comment; AND

the application has been reviewed by City staff, which
analysis is contained in the pertinent staff report
dated May 19, 1988; AND

the Mayor and Council have taken into consideration
public comments received on the subject application;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF

TAKOMA PAREK, MARYLAND THAT, the Mayor and Council
hereby take NO POSITION on the petition to close
Division Street.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Administrator is hereby

directed to send a copy of this Resolution to the
appropriate Montgomery County authorities.

ADOPTED THIS 30th DAY OF MAY, 1989.

lss:zonsubl
divstcl.res



Introduced by: Councilmember d'Eustachio Dated: May 30, 1989
(Drafted by: P. Jewell)

RESOLUTION #1989-53

ENDORSING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
TAKOMA PARK SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA

WHEREAS, the City of Takoma Park is a City rich in the cultural
arts, and is home to many talented persons of the
cultural arts; AND

WHEREAS, two 1local citizens, Kevilla E. Ottley and Ellen L.
Spotz Bunyan, have come before the Mayor and Council
with a proposal to establish a non-profit organization,
the Takoma Park Symphony Orchestra (TPSO); AND

WHEREAS, the proposal seeks the City's recognition that the TPSO
is a bonafied organization of the City, established to
provide professional concerts and performances of
smyphonic music for the youth and adult music~loving
citizenry of Takoma Park and its surrounding areas; AND

WHEREAS, the TPSO wishes to take advantage of publicity
arrangements, technical assistance and 1locations to
practice and perform that are enjoyed by other groups
recognized by the City of Takoma Park; AND

WHEREAS, the TPSO 1is requesting no funding from the City of
Takoma Park to carry out their goals and objectives.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and Council hereby
endorse the proposal to establish a Takoma Park
Symphony Orchestra; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park Recreation
Department will provide the TPSO with reasonable
assistance and guidance in promoting the Symphony; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the Recreation Department will
provide reasonable publicity assistance to the TPSO
for symphony concerts that are performed at no cost to
the citizens of Takoma Park; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and City Council hereby
express their appreciation to the TPSO for offering to
help foster the musical knowledge and appreciation of
the citizens of Takoma Park, Maryland.

Dated this 30th day of May, 1989.



Introduced by: Councilmember d‘'Eustachio

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

RESOLUTION #1989-54

the Takoma Park Parent Child Resource Center has been
located in the City of Takoma Park for over four years;
AND

an average of 588 parents, daycare providers, and
children use the Center in any given month, or an
average of 35 a day; AND

the Center is located in an area densely populated with
a wide mix of children of all races, cultures, and
social classes; AND

the Center has become an integral part of the education
of the children of Takoma Park; AND

other sites within the downtown Takoma Park area are
available.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and Council

of the City of Takoma Park opposes any move out of
Takoma Park of the Parent Child Resocurce Center by
Montgomery County; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and Council of the City of

Takoma Park encourages the County to seek alternative
sites within the central Takoma Park area to keep the
Center in a locale in which it is needed and well used.

Dated this 30th day of May, 1989.

ATTEST:

~

u%‘!

James S. Wilson, Jr:
City Administrator



Introduced By: Councilmember Hamilton

RESOLUTION # 1989-55

SHORT TITLE: RATIFICATION OF COLLECTIVE :
BARGAINING AGREEMENT -~ AFSCME

WHEREAS, the City of Takoma Park and the Union representing
employees of Unit Two (2), American Federation of
State, County, and Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO,
have culminated negotiations with a two-year
collective bargaining agreement; AND

WHEREAS, both parties have executed the written Agreement;
AND

WHEREAS, both parties reguest that funds necessary to
implement the Agreement be approved by the Council
pursuant to Section 8B-206(g) of the Takoma Park
Code; AND

WHEREAS, both parties reguest Council approval of any
provisions of +the Agreement which conflict with
City code, rule, or regulation, pursuant to Section
8B-206(g) of the Takoma Park Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Council ratifies the
Collective Bargaining Agreement, effective July 1, 1989
to June 30, 1991 between the City of Takoma Park and the
American Federation of State , County, and Municipal
Employees, Council 67, Local 3399; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Administrator or his
designee is authorized to budget the funds necessary to
implement this agreement and to propose any ordinance
that may be necessary for this purpose; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Administrator or his

designee 1is authorized to recommend whatever legislation is
necessary to comply with the collective bargaining agreement.

Dated this 30th day of May, 1989

ATTEST:

Lole 5. Uupect

Paula S. Jewell HC7
Deputy City Cler




Agenda ltem# _ /2

1st Reading: 5/30/89
2nd Reading: —_—
Effective: - s '

ORDINANCE RKO. 1989-

Short Title: An ordinance to amend the_Exeeutiye Pay Plan

+ AN ORDINANCE TO:

(a) Change the Executive Pay Plan to provide for a 5%
adjustment to the Pay Plan for FY 90.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIIL OF TAKOMAVPARK MARYLANDV
THAT THIS ORDINANCE amends the Executive Pay Plan as adopted by
Ordinance 1988-29; this ordinance is to be effective July 1,
1589:

SECTION 1. PAY SCALE PLAN

Positions 1listed in Ordinance E;- l98iui%/>
amended, designated as Executi 1 be
compensated at the 1level of Executive 1; those
listed in Executive 2 shall be compensated at the
level of Executive 2; those listed as being in
Executive 3 shall be compensated at the level of
Executive 3, and those listed in Executive 4 shall
-------- - be compensated at the level of Executive 4.

SECTION 2. IMPLEMENTATION OF PAY SCALE PLAN

(a) Effective July 1, 1987, Senior
Management staff in Grades Executive 1
through Executive 4 will be paid in
accordance with the pay scale for:. ..

(1) the grades that their job
classifications have been allocated;

(2) with the exact amount to be determined
by the C¢City Administrator with the
provision that none of the executives
will receive a salary decrease as a
result of the initial implementation of
this pay plan.
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. SECTION 3. GUIDANCE FOR PLACING EXECUTIVE STAFF IN THE PAY - ,

SYSTEM. - -
(a) ist Quartile - Hiring Bracket:

Individuals are generally hired within this
‘gquartile with the exact place to be
determined by the City Administrator based on
the experience and subject matter knowledge
of the appointee. Subsequent merit increases
should continue within the quartile with the
amount depending upon the results of
performance evaluation(s). Further guidance
to the City Administrator for differentiating
between amounts will be given - in the
Personnel Regqulations.

(b) 2nd Quartile - Performance Step:

Individuals are granted raises into this area
for average and above average performance
after they have learned to perform their
functions thoroughly and have proven their
ability to manage their units.

(c) 3rd Quartile - Performance and Longevity
Step: ' ' C

Individuals are placed in this step normally
after they have acquired many years of
experience in managing their units and have
received ratings of average and above
consistently. Most executives will not ever
be awarded pay greater than the maximum
allowed for this quartile.

(d) 4th Quartile - Superior Performance

Individuals normally are awarded pay in this
quartile only if they perform clearly in a
superior manner and/or if they  have been
recognized by a national professional
organization as one of the leaders in the
field.
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SECTION 4.

Executive
Executive

Executive

Executive

SECTION 5.

SECTION 6.

1:

2:

Plan Ordinance

EXECUTIVE PAY SCALE -

1st Quartile
2nd Quartile
3rd Quartile

4th Quarti;g

1st Quartile

2nd Quartile’

3rd Quartile
4th Quartile

1st Quartile

2nd Quartile
3rd Quartile
4th Quartile

1st Quartile
2nd Quartile
Ird Quartile
4th Quartile

i1

H

LI I |

[29,125
[33,759
(33,557

(33,354

[31,205

[36,281 .

[39,277
[42,272

[34,305

[39,001
[42,223
[45,443

[37,190
[41,929
[45,387
[48,850

[ |

LI I

33,758] 530,581 - $35,446

36,5567

39,353]
_42,149]

36,280]
39,276]
42,271]
45,266}

39,000]

42,222]

45,4427

48,662]

41,928]
45,386]
48,849]
52,312]

COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENTS

35,447 ~ 38,384
38,385 — 41,321
41,322 - 44,256
32,765 - 38,094
38,095 - 41,240
41,241 - 44,385
44,386 - 47,529
36,020 - 40,950
40,951 — 44,333
44,334 = 47,714
47,715 - 51,095
39,050 ~ 44,024
44,025 - 47,655
47,656 - 51,291
51,292 - 54,928

(a) A cost of living adjustment is a percentage
applied to Executive quartiles.

(b)

(c)

DATE

(a)

The Mayor and Council determine whether the
City will give a cost of living adjustment in
any year and the size of the adjustment.

A cost of 1living adjustment shall be
effective on the first day of a new fiscal
year.

OF PAY INCREASES

Notwithstanding provisions of Article 8B,
Section 8B-124(a) of the City Code, the
effective date for an executive employee(s)
merit increase(s), if any, shall be on said
employee(s) initial anniversary date of hire,
and thereafter as the Mayor and Council deem
appropriate upon evaluation of said
employee(s) .
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Adopted this day of

AYE:
NAY:
ABSTATNED:
ABSENT:

to take effect July 1, 1989.°

rt

NOTE: - -Underlining -indicates new language to be added. ~ Brackets
[ ] indicates language to be deleted. :
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Introduced: 5/30/89
Second Reading:

Effective:

ORDINANCE NO. 1989~

Short Title: Pay scale for employees.

AN ORDINANCE TO:
(a) Amend the pay scale for employees for FY 90, tied to the
position classification schedule as adopted by Ordinance No.
1986-53, as amended.

WHEREAS, the City has negotiated a union contract with AFSCME
Local 3399, and Iocal 400 of the United Food and
Commercial Workers Union that includes a 5% cost-of-
living adjustment for FY 1990;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF TAKOMA PARK,
MARYLAND THAT:

SECTION 1. PAY SCALE PLAN.

Ordinance No. 1988-28 is hereby amended and the following
pay scale is adopted as the new Pay Scale Plan for the City for
the Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 1989 and ending June 30, 1990.
This Pay Scale Plan will become effective July 1, 1989, and will
remain in effect until amended or repealed by the City Council:

(a) City Administrator. The pay scale for the City
Administrator is as follows:

STEP: A B C D E F
38,700 40,148 41,650 43,210 44,829 46,509
G H I J K

48,251 50,062 51,944 53,892 55,940
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(b) Recreation attendant. The pay scale for recreation
attendants is as follows:

STEP A B C D E F
10,654 11,037 11,477 11,844 12,269 12,714
G H I 0 J K
13,173 13,651 14,145 14,660 15,217

(c) Crossing guard. The pay scale for crossing guards is as
follows:
STEP: A B C
3,636 3,927 4,241

{d) All other employees. The pay scale for all cother
employees is as shown on the following 36 percent scale: (see
next page).

(e) Special rule for employees who are represented by a
certified employee organization.

All employees represented by a certified employee
organization will be paid according to the terms of the
collective bargaining agreement wage opener effective July 1,
1988, or as soon thereafter, when it is adopted pursuant to the
provisions in Article 2 of Chapter 8B of the City Code.

Until such adoption, all such employees will continue to be paid
according to the pay plan in effect as of July 1, 1988.

Adopted this day of ; 1989 by rollcall vote
as follows:

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

NOTE: QUnderlining indicates new language to be added. Brackets
[ ] indicate langquage to be deleted.
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Introduced by: Councilmember Hamilton

RESOLUTION #1989-56

WHEREAS, There currently exist 4 wvacancies (1 +tenant, 1
landlord, and 2 general public representatives) on the
City's Commission on Landlord-Tenant Affairs that need
to be filled; AND

WHEREAS, no Landlord Representative applications have been
received to date.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF TAKOMA
PARK, MARYLAND does hereby appoint to the vacant seats on the
Commission on Landlord-Tenant Affairs:

Norman Gleichman, General Public Representative

Bill Batko, General Public Representative

Gloria Iposu, Tenant Representative

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that these appointments becomes effective

July 1lst, 1989.

Dated this 30th day of May, 198%.



Introduced by: Councilmember Hamilton
(Drafted by J. Wilson, P. Jewell) Dated: May 30, 1989
{Consent Agenda)

RESOLUTION #1989-57

WHEREAS, as a matter of practice, the City Administrator has
been designated to serve on the Takoma Park Volunteer
Fire Department Board of Directors; AND

WHEREAS, designation of this role does not appear in the City of
Takoma Park Code of 1972, as amended; AND

WHEREAS, Section 5 of Ordinance 2315, adopted on 7/22/74,
identifies the Assistant City Administrator as the
designated Fire Marshall of the City of Takoma Park,
Maryland; AND

WHEREAS, the role of Fire Marshall is not designated as a
required seat on the Takoma Park Fire Board; AND

WHEREAS, it has been common practice over the past fifteen years
for the City Administrator to serve on the Board of
Directors for +the Takoma Park Volunteer Fire
Department; AND

WHEREAS, there is no specific authority in the Takoma Park City
Code for maintaining a position on the Fire Board.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THAT the Mayor and Council hereby
endorse the transfer of the Fire Board seat currently
held by the <City Administrator to be held by the
Volunteer Fire Chief; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT Councilmember Paul d'Eustachio and
Councilmember Gregory Hamilton will continue to serve
on the TPVFD Board, as Council Representatives until
their 2-year terms expire on November 7, 1989, the
City's Election Day.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the Takoma Park Volunteer Fire
Department Board of Directors is encouraged to amend

the official bylaws of that organization to reflect the
change noted in this Resolution.

Dated this 30th day of May, 1989.

Filename: TPVFD.ERD



Introduced by: Councilmember d'Eustachio

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS ,

First Reading : 5/15/89
Second Reading: 5/30/89

ORDINANCE #1989-18

TO BAN CITY PURCHASES OF SHELL PRODUCTS

the citizens of the City of Takoma Park, Maryland,
recognize their collective responsibility as a
community to express their repugnance of and moral
outrage against the racist apartheid regime in South
Africa and to take action to bring about the end of
apartheid; AND

the system of apartheid in South Africa is a form of
institutionalized racism which denies the majority of
the population fundamental human rights including the
right to participate in the political process; AND

apartheid further denies and limits the majority of the
population's basic human and c¢ivil rights to
employment, education, freedom of speech, press, and
assembly, and a just legal system; AND

the City of Takoma Park, Maryland, asserts its rights
to measure the moral character of its business
relations in determining with whom it shall conduct
business; AND

Royal Dutch/Shell is a key multinational oil company
which supplies fuel to the South African police and
military, the brutal enforcers of apartheid, and
maintains investments and operations in South Africa;
AND

Royal Dutch/Shell is the target of an international
boycott of all of its subsidiaries and products because
of its involvement in South Africa; AND

Royal Dutch/Shell and its wholly-owned subsidiaries,
Shell South Africa and Shell 0il Company (U.S.A), does
do business in and with South Africa and, thus, profits
from the apartheid system; AND



WHEREAS, on September 9, 1985, the Mayor and City Council of
Takoma Park, Maryland, adopted Resoclution #1985-26,
which called for the U.S. government to prevent private
and public investment in South Africa and to end all
forms of constructive engagement with South Africa
until the apartheid system is ended and all human
beings within their borders are restored to free and
equal status under law.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park,
Maryland will no 1longer do business with Royal
Dutch/Shell and Shell 0©0il Company until Royal
Dutch/Shell completely withdraws from South Africa; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park, Maryland
and all of its departments and agencies are immediately
prohibited from purchasing any Shell products until
Royal Dutch/Shell completely withdraws from South
Africa; AND

BE IT FURTER RESOLVED, THAT the City of Takoma Park, Maryland
from this day forward be declared "Shell-Free" until
that time when Royal Dutch/Shell disinvests from South
Africa.

ADOPTED THIS 30th DAY OF May, 1989, BY ROLL CALL VOTE AS FOLLOWS:

AYE: d'Eustachio, Douglas, Hamilton, Leary, Martin
NAY: None

ABSTAINED: None

ABSENT: Elrich (for vote); Sharp

Filename: SHELLBAN



Introduced by: Councilmember d4'Fuztachio Adopted: May 30, 1389
Drafted by: A, R. Giancaola {Single Reading:?

Crdinance No. 1982-193

to Provide St

An Ordinanc T
ircughout the Cf

and Drainsgze Impraovements
o

&
thH of Takoma Parlk

WHEREAS, the Council earmarked $200,000 in FY-19839 and additional
funde in FY-1980 for the uze con high gpricrity street and
drainage improvements throughout the City; AMD

WHEREAS, bids were sclicited from gualified contractors by
advertising in the Washlingtcn Posst, the Blue Report and
the Dodge Eeport; and

WHEREAE, & pre-bid conference was heid on May

F.m. with 2 interested contractors

mn
a3
+ b=
1=
=
o w

WHEREAS, bids were publiciy
. .
= 1

- + I
is ;DGSIGE eJ both responsive and r

BE 1T ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAKOMA
PARK, HMARYLAND

THAT the bid received from NZI Construction Corparation is hereby
accepted; AND

THAT work orders under this p
Expsnditures Accoun

Uiy

AESTAIN: Mone
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City of "akons Tarl Mewwlond
TEOO Faple Aveniie

Tekoma Fark, Farvliard 702
Cffice of City Administration

Ry

""his is in nswer\{o a letiter sent to residents at 7715 and others on

Oreenwood Avenue, I am one of the residents in the dwelling 7715, I am a

mature citizen and emnloyed at Columbia Union College. T have to use the
GGreenwood avenue stretch as T go to and from school, and the church on the

cormer - the S1igo churels,

3. - i 1

e R T U S S T e et B e T
Many Tourg cersohis Tive 7o ot esre s en TY e street ) mrd mery COyive

weony g Terd, . Teny a time T have had to jump curhb to keen from getiing hit,

Since this is a through way, cars drive by all night, and sometimes at a
terrific speed.

I would be in favor, and I think others in my building of closing the
Division Street, and putting SLOY signs, Spead 25 MP Hr, (However) at the end
of Greenwood on Carroll, and at the end of the school nrovmerty going toward
Maple., "his will allow residents here to get in and out of their dwellings,
and on Sabbath's church day, members to use all the nparking lots on school
nroperty, and the one side of the avenu® The consregation is very larse,

I suggest this as a Tirst sten, and sdih the olow ripna manr treblers would
f“

- e B o .. 1 1 U B T LT e TR S T
R T I A ot - I S coTRbe Qe S N S n .

;ossiblé>‘?he Division closing is long overdues, Children sometimes wmlay in

te sclved, A

the Division street and Creenwood, So slowing down the traffic: and closine
Divison Street would be ideal,

Frs., Malissa #uybadid
Part-time employee-Staff
Jolumbla inion Collese,



WE THE RESIDENTS OF WOODLAND AVE. FEEL THAT 3 SPEED BUMPS INSTEAD OF 2 WOULD
PROVIDE US WITH THE SAFEST STREET.
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WAZRE AS MR CHARLES GARLCW {et al) SEEKS A PERMANENT RIGHT-OF-WAY

VIA COLBY AVE. AlD;
WEEREAS WE THE UNDERSIGNED ENPHATICALLY OPPOSE GRANTING SUCH PERNAWERT |
RICHT~0F-WAY, WE HEREBY LIST SCME COF TEE RELEVANT COHNSIDERATTONS

WHICH EXACERBATE AN ALREADY HEAVITY THPACTED NEIGHIORHOOD,

TO WIT:
1, Colby Ave. and Cherry Ave, do not have gidewzlks
2. the above nerrow streets are utilized not only for vehicular
traffic and on-street parking, but also pedestrian passage and. B:cx/cfem
3. the Right-oiday would cross directly over the newly installed
footpath to Haywerd Ave., and Larch Ave.
L, the east end of Colby does not have a turn-around area
5. the newly instzlled footvath is the sole means of pessage
from Cddlby Ave, and Che“rg'Ave. as well as Aspen Ave and
Aspen Ct. for:
a. students catehing their school bus at Larch and Elm
b. pecple taking the Meirc-bus along Hewlampshire Ave.
or Zthan Allen Ave,
6. the only alternative for pedestrian traffic,Sligo Creek
Perikvay, 1s neither suitable ncr saie
7e having vehicular access via a street exclusively, other than
the listed address of the property presents ccnfusicn if not
B potentlul cauastropne for Poll ce, Fire and other Public Service
agencies -
Be Hr Gariow was fully cognigant of the condltlon of his
-mother-in-law and the exceptionzlly chellenging topograpa;r
of his lot prior to si%ing the house unon it
¢. the citizens of the C:lty/Cherry Neighborhood Association
favor en extension of, rather than an impingement upcn
any precious Green Space
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