MAYOR AND COUNCIL
MEETING NO. 17-21
Monday, May 3, 2021 – 7:00 PM
AGENDA
Agenda item times are estimates only. Items may be considered at times other than those indicated.
Any person who requires assistance in order to attend a city meeting should call the ADA Coordinator at
240-314-8108.
Rockville City Hall is closed due to the state directives for slowing down the spread of the coronavirus
COVID-19 and continue practicing safe social distancing.
Viewing Mayor and Council Meetings
To support social distancing, the Mayor and Council are conducting meetings virtually. The virtual meetings
can be viewed on Rockville 11, channel 11 on county cable, livestreamed at
www.rockvillemd.gov/rockville11, and available a day after each meeting at
www.rockvillemd.gov/videoondemand.
Participating in Community Forum & Public Hearings:
If you wish to submit comments in writing for Community Forum or Public Hearings:
• Please email the comments to mayorandcouncil@rockvillemd.gov by no later than 10:00 a.m. on
the date of the meeting.
• All comments will be acknowledged by the Mayor and Council at the meeting and added to the
agenda for public viewing on the website.
If you wish to participate virtually in Community Forum or Public Hearings during the live Mayor and Council
meeting:
1. Send your Name, Phone number, the Community Forum or Public Hearing Topic and Expected
Method of Joining the Meeting (computer or phone) to mayorandcouncil@rockvillemd.gov no
later than 10:00 am on the day of the meeting.
2. On the day of the meeting, you will receive a confirmation email with further details, and two
Webex invitations: 1) Optional Webex Orientation Question and Answer Session and 2) Mayor &
Council Meeting Invitation.
3. Plan to join the meeting no later than 6:40 p.m. (approximately 20 minutes before the actual
meeting start time).
4. Read for https://www.rockvillemd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/38725/Public-Meetings-on-Webex
5. meeting tips and instructions on joining a Webex meeting (either by computer or phone).
6. If joining by computer, Conduct a WebEx test: https://www.webex.com/test-meeting.html prior to
signing up to join the meeting to ensure your equipment will work as expected.
7. Participate (by phone or computer) in the optional Webex Orientation Question and Answer
Session at 4 p.m. the day of the meeting, for an overview of the Webex tool, or to ask general
process questions.
Participating in Mayor and Council Drop-In (Mayor Newton and Councilmember Pierzchala)
Drop-In Sessions will be held by phone on Monday, May 10 from 5:30-6:30 p.m. Please sign up by
10 a.m. on the meeting day using the form at: https://www.rockvillemd.gov/formcenter/city-clerk11/sign-up-for-dropin-meetings-227

Mayor and Council

7:00 PM 1.

May 3, 2021

Convene

2.

Pledge of Allegiance

3.

Agenda Review

7:05 PM 4.

City Manager's Report

7:10 PM 5.

COVID-19 Update

7:15 PM 6.

Proclamation
A.

Proclamation Declaring the Month of May as Asian American and
Pacific Islander Heritage Month (Mayor Newton)

B.

Proclamation Declaring May as ALS Awareness Month (CM Feinberg)

C.

Proclamation Recognizing May as Bicycle Awareness Month (CM Pierzchala)

D.

Proclamation Declaring May as Historic Preservation Month (CM Ashton)

E.

Proclamation Declaring May as Older Americans Month (CM Myles)

F.

7.

Proclamation Declaring May 9-16 as Taiwanese American Heritage Week
(CM Feinberg)
Board and Commission Appointment to the Charter Review Commission
A.

7:25 PM 8.

Board and Commission Appointment to the Charter Review
Commission
Community Forum

Any member of the community may address the Mayor and Council for 3 minutes during
Community Forum. Unless otherwise indicated, Community Forum is included on the agenda
for every regular Mayor and Council meeting, generally between 7:00 and 7:30 pm. Call the
City Clerk/Director of Council Operation's Office at 240-314-8280 to sign up to speak in
advance or sign up in the Mayor and Council Chamber the night of the meeting.

Mayor and Council

9.
7:45 PM 10.

May 3, 2021

Mayor and Council's Response to Community Forum
Consent
A.

Approval of Rockville Comments on Potomac Electric Power Company’s
Application for an Electric Multi-Year Plan – Case 9655

7:50 PM 11.

Introduction, and Possible Adoption, of an Ordinance to Amend Ordinance
#04-21 to Appropriate Funds and Levy Taxes for Fiscal Year 2021.

8:10 PM 12.

Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines

8:40 PM 13.

Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the Schedule of Various User and
Regulatory Fees for the City of Rockville

8:05 PM 14.

Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the Schedule of Stormwater Management
Monetary Contribution Fees

9:10 PM 15.

Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session

10:40 PM 16.

Review and Comment - Mayor and Council Action Report
A.

17.

Review and Comment - Future Agendas
A.

18.
11:00 PM 19.

Action Report

Future Agendas

Old/New Business
Adjournment

Mayor and Council

May 3, 2021

The Mayor and Council Rules and Procedures and Operating Guidelines establish
procedures and practices for Mayor and Council meetings, including public hearing
procedures. They are available at: http://www.rockvillemd.gov/mcguidelines.

6.A

Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Proclamation
Department: Housing and Community Development
Responsible Staff: Janet Kelly

Subject
Proclamation Declaring the Month of May as Asian American and Pacific Islander Heritage
Month

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council read and present the proclamation to
John Lin, Chair of the Asian Pacific American Task Force.

Discussion
Asian American and Pacific Islander Heritage Month is celebrated in May to commemorate the
contributions of people of Asian and Pacific Islander descent in the United States. Congress
passed a joint Congressional Resolution in 1978 to commemorate Asian American Heritage
Week during the first week of May. This date was chosen because two important anniversaries
occurred during this time: the arrival of the first Japanese immigrants in America on May 7,
1843, and the completion of the transcontinental railroad (by many Chinese laborers) on May
10, 1869. Congress later voted to expand it from a week-long celebration to a month-long one.
Rockville has become increasingly diverse, and its Asian Pacific American community is one of
its largest ethnic groups in the city. Annually, the Asian Pacific American Task Force has
encouraged the celebration of Asian American and Pacific Islander Heritage Month in May by
incorporating the culture into the Hometown Holidays and Lunar Year celebrations through
traditional performances, games, displays and activities.

Mayor and Council History
The Mayor and Council has issued this proclamation annually.

Attachments
Attachment 6.A.a:

2021 Asian American and Pacific Islander Heritage Month (PDF)
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Proclamation
Department: City Clerk/Director of Council Operations Office
Responsible Staff: Sara Taylor-Ferrell

Subject
Proclamation Declaring May as ALS Awareness Month

Recommendation
Mayor and Council to read and approve proclamation.

Discussion
Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis (ALS), more commonly referred to as Lou Gehrig’s disease, is a
progressive, fatal neuromuscular disorder that occurs when motor nerve cells cease to function
and die. What makes ALS unique compared to most other diseases is that there is no known
cause, cure or means of prevention.
While in most cases a person’s mind remains sharp and alert, voluntary muscle control
becomes completely lost, often resulting in paralysis. People with ALS essentially become
trapped inside their own body—aware of the world around them but unable to respond to it.
As people with ALS lose the ability to walk, move their arms, talk, and even breathe, the disease
requires them to rely on caregivers, usually their families, to provide the care and assistance
that is needed to perform normal daily living activities. In many cases, particularly in the later
stages of the disease, people with ALS have a need for continuous care, 24 hours a day, seven
days a week.
The average life expectancy for people with ALS is two to five years from the date of diagnosis.
It is critical to the struggle to defeat this terrible disease that the people and leaders of our
community be educated and aware of the disease, as well as the issues confronting those who
are affected by it. In fact, a paper entitled “ALS in the Military, Unexpected Consequences of
Military Service” outlines that military veterans are at approximately twice the risk of
developing ALS than those that have not served in the military. It is only through increased
advocacy that elected officials, medical researchers and health care professionals will give ALS
patients the attention and support that they need and deserve.

Mayor and Council History
This is the third time this item has been brought before the Mayor and Council.
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Attachments
Attachment 6.B.a:

2021 Proclamation Declaring May as ALS Awareness Month

(PDF)

Packet Pg. 9

Attachment 6.B.a: 2021 Proclamation Declaring May as ALS Awareness Month (3626 : Proclamation Declaring May as ALS Awareness Month)

6.B.a

Packet Pg. 10

6.C

Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Proclamation
Department: PW - Traffic & Transportation
Responsible Staff: Alyssa Roff

Subject
Proclamation Recognizing May as Bicycle Awareness Month

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council read and approve the proclamation.

Discussion
Rockville is recognized as a Bicycle Friendly Community at the Bronze level by the League of
American Bicyclists because of its commitment to promoting and encouraging bicycling for all
residents of Rockville through education, infrastructure and outreach. Rockville has a history as
a leader in designing bicycle infrastructure, such as trails, bike lanes, and bicycle parking. The
City also was a leader in the State of Maryland in designing and implementing bicycle safety
education programs.
The City is committed to enhancing bicycle safety for both commuting and recreation, and for
all types of bicyclists. Rockville residents should be able to meet most of their daily needs by
bicycle, if they choose. Bicyclists of all ages and experience levels have convenient and
comfortable access to public services and recreational, cultural, commercial, and employment
destinations in the city.
The City has about 70 miles of bikeways and the updated Bikeway Master Plan proposes
another 41 miles within the next ten years. The City’s bikeways connect to various bicycle
facilities in Montgomery County, including the Rock Creek Trail to the east, the Bethesda Trolley
Trail to the south, and other shared use paths that connect to neighboring roads.
Additionally, in partnership with Montgomery County, bikesharing was introduced in Rockville
in 2013 with the expansion of the Capital Bikeshare system into the Shady Grove/Life Sciences
area with installation of 21 stations, 13 of them within the City limits. In April 2018, the first two
bikeshare stations were installed in the Twinbrook area, at the Twinbrook Metro Station, and at
the intersection of Congressional Lane and East Jefferson Street. These stations are part of a
new network of eight bikeshare stations in the Twinbrook and White Flint (Pike District) area.
The City also continues to partner with Montgomery County to pilot a dockless bikeshare
program.
While a majority of cyclists may not be riding to work or school or in large numbers due to the
Covid-19 virus, Rockville recognizes that May is still Bike Month, and encourages users to seek
out opportunities to ride and develop healthy habits to stay physically active during the Covid-
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19 outbreak. With the help of the Rockville Bike Advisory Committee, a list of bicycling riding
tips and information can be found at https://www.rockvillemd.gov/327/Rockville-BikeAdvisory-Committee.

Mayor and Council History
The Mayor and Council recognize Bicycle Awareness Month every year with a proclamation.

Next Steps
People are encouraged to seek out socially distanced opportunities to ride this month, when
appropriate, and to recognize the importance of bicycle safety for themselves and others.

Attachments
Attachment 6.C.a:

2021 Bicycle Awareness Month

(PDF)
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Proclamation
Department: City Clerk/Director of Council Operations Office
Responsible Staff: Sara Taylor-Ferrell

Subject
Proclamation Declaring May as Historic Preservation Month

Recommendation
Mayor and Council to read and approve proclamation.

Discussion
May is National Preservation Month. Also known as Historic Preservation Month, the month
celebrates the nation’s heritage through historic places. Organizations across the country
promote a variety of activities on the local, state, and national levels. Whether you are
interested in touring historical sites or helping to preserve the history in your backyard, there is
something for everyone.
Not only are the places worth preserving, but the stories behind them are, too. Everywhere we
go, there is more to discover. Whether the story is found in archives or attics, peeling back the
layers of time helps us understand the past. Recording stories help to provide a rich and lively
history of the people who lived and worked there. We can better imagine their hardships, what
they overcame, and the difficult decisions they made in the face of adversity.
Get Started
•

Learn about volunteer opportunities in your area. You might be able to rehabilitate historic
buildings or sort archived material.

•

Check your attic, basement, garage, or other outbuildings. Do you have historical
documents or photos that may contribute to your community’s history?

•

Visit local museums and learn the history of your community. Then learn even more. Find
out about the heritage of the area before your town’s charter.

•

Explore the history of a single building. What businesses took up shop over the years? How
has it transformed? How has it been preserved?

•

Discover parts of your city you’ve never seen before! Get lost and study the architecture.
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•

Speak to the people in the neighborhood. Seek the untold stories.

Get excited about the history around us! Celebrate the places, stories, and people behind them,
even those not yet discovered. Stitching every story together, every single one, creates a richer,
more complete picture of our nation.

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

Attachments
Attachment 6.D.a:

2021 Proclamation Declaring May as Historic Preservation Month (PDF)
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Proclamation and Recognition
Department: City Clerk/Director of Council Operations Office
Responsible Staff: Sara Taylor-Ferrell

Subject
Proclamation Declaring May as Older Americans Month

Recommendation
Mayor and Council read and approve proclamation.

Discussion
In 1963, the Administration for Community Living began to acknowledge the contributions of
older people by using the month of May to celebrate Older Americans Month. The annual
observance offers the opportunity to learn about, support and honor our nation's older
residents. This year's theme, "Communities of Strength" encourages older adults and their
communities to:
Connect virtual with friends, family, and services that support participation. Create by engaging
in activities that promote learning, health, and personal enrichment. Contribute time, talent,
and life experience to benefit others.
While Rockville Senior Services provides a variety of programs and services year-round, Older
Americans Month is used to focus on how older adults in our community are leading and
inspiring others, how we can support and learn from them, and how we might follow their
examples to blaze trails of our own. Throughout this month, Rockville Senior Services will
conduct events, programs, and activities designed to highlight the programs and services
available to Rockville seniors.

Mayor and Council History
The Mayor and Council recognize May is Older Americans Month every year with a
proclamation.

Attachments
Attachment 6.E.a:

2021 Proclamation Declaring May as Older Americans Month

(PDF)
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Appointments & Announcement of Vacancies
Department: City Clerk/Director of Council Operations Office
Responsible Staff: Judy Penny

Subject
Board and Commission Appointment to the Charter Review Commission

Recommendation
The Mayor and Council will appoint the following member to the Charter Review Commission.
Charter Review Commission
Kevin Owen- New Appointment to serve an unexpired term until June 1, 2022
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Consent
Department: PW - Traffic & Transportation
Responsible Staff: Emad Elshafei

Subject
Approval of Rockville Comments on Potomac Electric Power Company’s Application for an
Electric Multi-Year Plan – Case 9655

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council approve the letter to the Public Service
Commission of Maryland in reference to Potomac Electric Power Company’s Application for an
Electric Multi-Year Plan - Case 9655

Discussion
Potomac Electric Power Company (“Pepco”) submitted to the Public Service Commission an
application for authority to adjust its retail rates for the distribution of electric energy and
implement a Multi-Year Plan (“MYP”) Smart Streetlight Initiative in its Maryland service
territory. This agenda includes comments from the City of Rockville on this case (PSC case No.
9655).
The initiative calls for upgrading Pepco-owned streetlights to Light Emitting Diodes (LED)
fixtures, which would appear to reduce energy usage, modernize the system to reduce
operating and maintenance costs, and improve visibility for all transportation corridor users. In
general, the City supports improvements to the streetlight network to support safety,
modernization, maintenance, energy, and climate goals.
This is a major initiative which will likely have long lasting impacts on infrastructure, budgets,
and rate payers. However, the proposed MYP does not contain adequate information to
evaluate these impacts and determine if the proposal is in the public’s best interest. Therefore,
City staff recommends submitting a comment letter asking the Public Service Commission to
require PEPCO to provide additional information on the details of their conversion plan and the
fiscal implications of the Smart Streetlight Initiative before deciding on whether to approve,
require changes, or deny the program. The City’s comments are summarized below and are
included in more detail in the attached letter (Attachment A):
1. What are the short and long-term impacts of the proposed MYP on local government
streetlight budgets?
2. Are there alternative plans to offset potential cost increases due to the Smart Streetlight
Initiative proposal, such as through Empower Maryland?
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3. How will PEPCO collaborate with local governments to tailor the new lighting quality to
appropriately reflect community needs?
4. What are the specific smart node features of potential benefit for local jurisdictions, and
how will PEPCO coordinate data-sharing with local governments? Will local
governments be able to integrate customer-owned fixtures with the smart streetlight
initiative?
5. Will local governments be able to opt out of the smart node installation, in general, or in
specific geographic areas and seek a reduction in costs?
6. What are the details of the LED conversion process including timeline, geographic
phasing, implementation of the new billing schedule, and distribution of services where
demand for LEDs exceed installation capacity? Can customers be enabled to coordinate
with approved third-party contractors to improve the rate and terms of customerowned light conversions?
7. What performance measures will Pepco establish to assess and monitor the adequacy of
the new streetlight system?
In summary, while the City of Rockville generally supports efforts to improve the streetlight
network, the Public Service Commission of Maryland is urged to require PEPCO to provide
additional information on the details and the impacts of the Smart Streetlight Initiative before
deciding on whether to approve, require changes to, or deny the program.

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

Next Steps
With Mayor and Council approval, staff will send this letter before the deadline of May 5th,
2021.

Attachments
Attachment 10.A.a:

May 3 2021 Rockville PSC Ltr Case No. 9655 (PDF)
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Public Service Commission of Maryland
William Donald Schaefer Tower
6 St. Paul Street, 16th Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
SUBJECT:

Rockville Comments on Potomac Electric Power Company’s Application
for an Electric Multi-Year Plan – Case 9655

Dear Public Service Commission of Maryland:
The City of Rockville (City’s) Mayor and Council are pleased to submit comments on
PEPCO’s Smart Streetlight Initiative described in PEPCO’s proposed Multi-Year Plan
(MYP) (PSC case No. 9655). While we generally support improvements to the streetlight
network to support safety, modernization, maintenance, energy, and climate goals, we
believe the proposed MYP does not contain adequate information to determine if the
proposal is in the public’s best interest.
The City is currently billed by PEPCO for approximately 6,038 streetlights; 2,925 are
owned and maintained by PEPCO and 3,113 are owned and maintained by the City.
PEPCO streetlights in our jurisdiction are primarily overhead cobra head-style fixtures with
mercury vapor or high-pressure sodium light sources. The City spends more than $700,000,
annually on PEPCO utility bills serving our combined streetlight network. On the surface,
upgrading streetlights would appear to reduce energy usage, modernize the system to
reduce operating and maintenance costs, and improve visibility for all transportation
corridor users. However, this is an important initiative with long lasting impacts on
infrastructure, budgets, and rate payers; therefore, we respectfully request the Commission
require PEPCO to provide additional information to respond to the questions outlined
below.
1. What are the short and long-term impacts of the proposed MYP on local
government streetlight budgets?
PEPCO’s Multi-Year Plan provides some details of the average 3.9 percent cost increase
across all PEPCO-owned lights through a comparison of monthly and annualized
streetlighting charges for existing and new light-emitting diode (LED) lights. Locally, based
on a preliminary analysis of the proposed rate schedule and the types of PEPCO-owned
streetlights in Rockville’s portfolio, our monthly fixed streetlight cost may increase
approximately $3,600, or 14 percent. This is a considerable cost increase and it is unclear if
operating costs would balance this out or if the City would pay much more for our
streetlights than we do currently. It is also not clear if the higher tariffs would sunset once
the initial infrastructure investment is repaid. The City needs more information from
PEPCO to determine the expected cost impacts to the City in the near-term and the longterm.
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2. Are there alternative plans to offset potential cost increases due to the Smart
Streetlight Initiative proposal, such as through Empower Maryland?
PEPCO initially proposed to offset any rate increase through the EmPOWER program. This
proposal has been denied. Does PEPCO plan to submit another proposal to offset any cost
increases to local governments and ratepayers?
3. How will PEPCO collaborate with local governments to tailor the new lighting
quality to appropriately reflect community needs?
Local jurisdictions need more information on PEPCO’s proposed illumination standards for
varying street types and whether they will be provided choices to adjust the light intensity
and color of local streetlights for varying street classifications. As LEDs are brighter than our
existing mercury vapor or high-pressure sodium streetlights, the City wants to avoid overlamping or overly blue temperatures which could result in added installation and billing
expense, increased light-pollution, and resident complaints. The City suggests the option to
pilot different wattage lights and colored lights along our streets may help tailor the new
lighting to meet community needs. The City is also supportive of PEPCO employing a
deliberate and thoughtful process while replacing streetlights that includes adjusting
illumination in some cases, varying from the one-streetlight every other pole practice to
ensure high quality consistent with community needs.
Local choice and flexibility will no doubt help enhance public support, but as with any
change, communication is key. What is PEPCO’s commitment to assist with community
outreach and mitigating potential public resistance on real or perceived impacts from the new
lighting?
4. What are the specific smart node features of potential benefit for local
jurisdictions, and how will PEPCO coordinate data-sharing with local
governments? Will local governments be able to integrate customer-owned
fixtures with the smart streetlight initiative?
PEPCO’s MYP focuses on conversion and smart node integration of company-owned lights
but does not provide details on what control, if any, the jurisdiction will have over the smart
node network. It also does not explain how PEPCO will coordinate the network data sharing
with jurisdictions. For instance, if the nodes detect gunshots, how will that data get
transferred to local law enforcement? If the nodes can collect and convey information on
traffic or air quality/emissions, how can that information be used and transmitted to local
jurisdictions for the community’s benefit? If the nodes can be programmed to dim the lights
at certain times, can customers save money through energy efficient lighting practices, or is
the tariff and estimate of kilowatt hour (kWh) in the billing procedure too rigid to allow for
these benefits of the system? These are fundamental questions that require further
information to evaluate if the high price tag of the smart node system provides a worthwhile
benefit to the jurisdiction. It is also unclear if and when customer-owned fixtures can be
integrated into the smart streetlight system. The City and other local governments may find it
practical to install consistent systems.
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5. Will local governments be able to opt out of the smart node installation, in
general, or in specific geographic areas and seek a reduction in costs?
Local government will need to evaluate the features of the smart nodes including data
security, ownership, and associated costs, and requests to be empowered to choose whether
and where smart nodes are installed in the City. According to the MYP, the cost of adding
smart nodes to the central management system, and conducting the pilot program is
approximately $16.8 million, about half of the total LED fixture and conversion cost of
approximately $34 million. While these costs will not be borne by the municipal customers
but by the entire PEPCO Maryland rate base, it is unclear if municipal customers will be
allowed to opt out of any or all aspects of smart node utilization, if desired, for any reason,
and whether opting out would reduce the customer’s costs.
6. What are the details of the LED conversion process including timeline,
geographic phasing, implementation of the new billing schedule, and
distribution of services where demand for LEDs exceed installation capacity?
Can customers be enabled to coordinate with approved third-party contractors to
improve the rate and terms of customer-owned light conversions?
Many of the details of the rollout of LEDs and smart nodes are unclear. PEPCO intends to
complete the large-scale deployment of Smart LED Streetlights over five years; however,
specifics of the conversion process, including customer conversion sequence priorities and
allocation where demand for LEDs exceeds current capacity is unclear. If the installation for
any given jurisdiction takes place over an extended period, how will the new billing be
phased in during the installation?
LED conversions could be implemented more rapidly and the costs to both PEPCO and
certain municipalities could be reduced by allowing for aggregated RFP bidding by qualified
and utility-approved third-party installation contractors. Third-party contractors can
supplement PEPCO’s proposed sole-source arrangement. For example, quality, price, and
schedule could serve as the primary criteria for installer selection and PEPCO could pay the
contractor on behalf of the customer. The City is potentially interested in this option to
leverage existing contractor relationships.
7. What performance measures will Pepco establish to assess and monitor the
adequacy of the new streetlight system?
Pepco’s duty to the public is to provide an adequate streetlight system to ensure the safety of
pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers. The City has been paying for any additional streetlights
requested or any upgrade to existing streetlights. The City certainly expects that if the City is
funding the additional costs of LED and smart node upgrades that PEPCO will improve its
ability to meet its performance measure of responding to service requests for repairing
out-of-service lights within 15 days of the request (or the smart node equivalent).
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In conclusion, while we generally support efforts to improve the streetlight network, we urge the
Public Service Commission of Maryland to require PEPCO to provide additional information on the
details and the impacts of the Smart Streetlight Initiative before deciding on whether to approve,
require changes, to or deny the program.
Sincerely,
Reserved Space for M&C Signature
City of Rockville Mayor and Council
EE/ES/jap
cc: Robert DiSpirito, City Manager
Craig L. Simoneau, P.E., Director of Public Works
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Adoption
Department: Finance
Responsible Staff: Stacey Webster

Subject
Introduction, and Possible Adoption, of an Ordinance to Amend Ordinance #04-21 to
Appropriate Funds and Levy Taxes for Fiscal Year 2021.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council introduce, and possibly adopt, the attached
ordinance to amend Ordinance #04-21 to appropriate funds and levy taxes for Fiscal Year 2021
(Budget Amendment #3).
If the Mayor and Council wish to proceed with adoption of the ordinance at the same meeting,
the ordinance should first be introduced and then a motion should be made to waive the
layover period. If the motion to waive the layover period is approved by an affirmative vote of
four or more members of the Mayor and Council, a motion to adopt the ordinance may then
proceed.

Change in Law or Policy
In accordance with the City Charter, since the budget ordinance is adopted at the fund level, a
change in the appropriated amount of any fund requires action by the Mayor and Council. The
vehicle for such action is an amendment to the budget ordinance. The proposed ordinance,
Attachment A, would amend the FY 2021 budget. The FY 2021 budget was last amended by the
Mayor and Council on March 22, 2021.

Discussion
The proposed ordinance, Attachment A, would amend the FY 2021 budget. The amendment
recognizes the items that are described in this agenda report and detailed on Attachment B.
Attachment C is an updated Financial Summaries page, which is page 57 of the FY 2021 adopted
budget book. Attachment D is the third quarter financial report. The variances reported for the
third quarter are proposed for adjustment in this amendment.
General Fund Revenue changes include the following:
•

Decrease in Redlight Camera Citation revenue (decrease of $600,000) – This
amendment recognizes the loss of Redlight Camera Citation revenues due the reduction
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in vehicular traffic as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. This decrease brings the
Redlight Camera Citation revenue budget in line with staff’s current end-of-year
estimates. (Note: Speed Camera Fund Citation revenue is being reduced by $490,000 via
this budget amendment for the same reasons.)
•

Decrease in Personal Property Tax revenue (decrease of $168,000) – This amendment
recognizes a decrease of approximately 5 percent in Personal Property Tax revenue.
Personal property assessed values appear to be declining, possibly as a result of the
COVID-19 pandemic. Staff will continue to monitor the assessed value of personal
property and will request additional information from the State Department of
Assessments and Taxation if year-end actuals are significantly different from their
current projections. (Note: business personal property assessed values rely on a selfreporting model, which differs from how real property assessed values are determined.)

•

Increase in Income Tax revenue (increase of $1.1 million) – This amendment recognizes
an increase of Income Tax revenue, which has remained stable throughout the
pandemic. Staff estimates that based on current distributions, the FY 2021 total revenue
will equal or exceed $16 million.

•

Recognition of Reimbursements from CARES Act and FEMA for COVID-19 Expenditures
(increase of $109,190 in the General Fund) – This amendment recognizes the City’s third
FEMA reimbursement and the second CARES Act reimbursement. All funds have been
received and recorded. The third FEMA reimbursement was a result of FEMA increasing
the federal share from 75 percent to 100 percent. The FEMA reimbursement total of
$57,276 is made up of the remaining 25 percent from reimbursement #1 ($13,174) and
reimbursement #2 ($44,102).

•

Increase in Sale of Auctioned Vehicles revenue (increase of $62,000) – This amendment
recognizes an increase in revenue from the Sale of Auctioned Vehicles. These sales had
been on hold since the start of the pandemic but have resumed now using a no-contact
third-party vendor.

•

Decrease in Recreation and Parks revenues due to COVID-19 (decrease of $728,190) –
This amendment recognizes the loss of Recreation and Parks third quarter revenues due
to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. The first quarter losses were reflected on
budget amendment #1 and the second quarter losses were reflected on budget
amendment #2. (See related ‘Decrease on Recreation and Parks expenditures due to
COVID-19’.)

•

Increase in Building Rental revenue (increase of $180,000) – This amendment recognizes
the rental of 6 Taft Court to Montgomery County. The $180,000 is comprised of rent
from three months that are being paid from FY 2020 and May and June of 2021.
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•

Use of Reserves (increase of $500,000) – This amendment uses $500,000 in reserves
above the 20 percent reserve requirement for the Spray Park (RF21) CIP project. This
project, which was discussed throughout the FY 2022 budget process, will fund the
design and construction of a spray park within Maryvale Park based on a request
received from the East Rockville Civic Association. Staff anticipates that a neighborhood
advisory team will assist with the design of this amenity.

General Fund Expenditure changes include the following:
•

Decrease in Redlight Camera Citation Vendor Payments (decrease of $260,000) – This
amendment recognizes the decrease in Redlight Camera Citation Vendor Payments, due
to payments being based on the number of citations, and a reduction of citations due to
the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. (Note: The Speed Camera Fund does not have an
equivalent reduction because the speed camera vendor is on a fixed fee contract as
required by State law.)

•

Increase in transfers to other funds (increase of $1.2 million) – Staff recommends the
Mayor and Council approve an increase in the transfer to the Capital Projects Fund of
$500,000 for the Spray Park (RF21) CIP project (previously described under “Use of
Reserves”) and transfer to the Parking Fund of $700,000. The transfer to the Parking
Fund is needed to offset the losses in revenues associated with the dramatic decline in
parking activity. This includes the $400,000 reduction on the March amendment and the
$100,000 reduction on this amendment. The total transfer of $700,000 will help to
offset the loss in revenues and will attempt to get the Parking Fund back to a positive
cash position at the end of the fiscal year. (Note: Due to the pandemic, the Parking Fund
ended FY 2020 in a negative cash position which is inconsistent with the Financial
Management Policies.)

•

Decrease in Recreation and Parks expenditures due to COVID-19 (decrease of $479,000)
– This amendment recognizes the third quarter reductions in Recreation and Parks
expenditure appropriations due to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. Expenditure
reductions are in the categories of temporary employee wages, outside trainers,
contract services, utilities, and program supplies and equipment.

Capital Improvements Program (CIP) Adjustments
This amendment recognizes two adjustments in the CIP. The first adjustment is the addition of
$500,000 in the Spray Park (RF21) project that was previously mentioned in this report. The
second adjustment is the addition of $1 million in undesignated Water Fund bonds for the
Water Treatment Plant Electrical, Roof, and HVAC Upgrades (UA17) project. This project
supports replacement of the 1958 electrical distribution systems and equipment at Rockville’s
Water Treatment Plant, as well as improvements recommended by the Department of
Homeland Security. Electrical parts and supplies for this 1958 equipment are scarce and a
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failure of this critical infrastructure would put the Plant out of service, no longer being able to
treat and deliver drinking water to Rockville’s residents.
The bids for WTP Electrical project (IFB #01-21) were opened on January 20, 2021. Eight (8)
bids were received, and the median bid amount was within $200,000 of the $8 million low bid,
however, all of the bids were over the construction budgeted amount established via the
engineer’s estimate. Unavoidable delays in bidding due to the pandemic and the lengthy bid
phase process caused the September 2019 construction estimate to become outdated. The
delays, after final design was completed, were unexpected and unforeseen due to COVID-19
and the start of a pandemic, which lead to lengthy plan reviews by the Montgomery County
Department of Permitting Services, staff working virtually, managing the bidding process via
new technology, as well as navigating the Procurement environment. Additionally, the pre-bid
site visits at the plant had to be conducted individually with all bidders as compared to a group
setting.
Following the bid opening of IFB #01-21 in January, staff has spent considerable time evaluating
the bids, examining the construction estimate, and clarifying details with the low bidder, as well
as performing a value engineering exercise completed by the design engineer. The conclusion
of these efforts has confirmed that the submitted low bid is appropriate and the best value for
the City.

Mayor and Council History
The FY 2021 budget was adopted by the Mayor and Council on May 11, 2020. The first FY 2021
budget amendment was adopted by the Mayor and Council on November 2, 2020. The second
FY 2021 budget amendment was adopted by the Mayor and Council on March 22, 2021.

Fiscal Impact
The following operating fund(s) will be adjusted if this budget amendment is adopted.
TABLE 1
Operating Fund
General
Water
Sewer
Refuse
Parking
Stormwater Mgmt.
RedGate Golf
Special Activities
CDBG

Amended
3/22/21
$83,886,463
14,565,090
16,022,130
7,713,483
2,290,690
6,133,300
103,240
1,717,250
525,498

May 2021
Amendment
$455,000
$600,000
-

Amended
5/3/21
$84,341,463
14,565,090
16,022,130
7,713,483
2,890,690
6,133,300
103,240
1,717,250
525,498
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Speed Camera
Debt Service
Total

1,458,000
6,453,700
$140,868,844

($477,060)
$577,940

980,940
6,453,700
$141,446,784

The following Capital Improvements Program (CIP) fund(s) will be adjusted if this budget
amendment is adopted:
TABLE 2
CIP Fund
Capital Projects
Water
Sewer
Refuse
Stormwater Mgmt.
Special Activities
Speed Camera
Total

Amended
3/22/21
$37,875,213
9,483,589
4,799,949
533,345
13,435,945
3,911,125
539,119
$70,578,285

May 2021
Amendment
$500,000
1,000,000
$1,500,000

Amended
5/3/21
$38,375,213
10,483,589
4,799,949
533,345
13,435,945
3,911,125
539,119
$72,078,285

Attachments
Attachment 11.a:
Attachment 11.b:
Attachment 11.c:
Attachment 11.d:

AttachA_BudgetOrdinance_May
AttachB_AmendmentDetail_May
AttachC_FinancialSummaries_May
AttachD_3QFY21_FinancialReport

(PDF)
(PDF)
(PDF)
(PDF)
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE: To Amend Ordinance
04-21 To Appropriate
Funds and Levy
Taxes for Fiscal Year
2021.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF ROCKVILLE,
MARYLAND as follows:
SECTION I - ANNUAL OPERATING APPROPRIATIONS
There are hereby appropriated for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2020, and ending June
30, 2021, out of the revenues accruing to the City for the purpose of operations, the several
amounts hereinafter listed under the column designated "Amounts Appropriated":

FUNDS
General Fund
Water Fund
Sewer Fund
Refuse Fund
Parking Fund
Stormwater Management Fund
RedGate Golf Course Fund
Special Activities Fund
Community Development Block
Speed Camera Fund
Grant Fund
Debt Service Fund

AMOUNTS
APPROPRIATED
[$83,886,463]
$14,565,090
$16,022,130
$7,713,483
[$2,290,690]
$6,133,300
$103,240
$1,717,250
$525,498
[$1,458,000]
$6,453,700

$84,341,463

$2,890,690

$980,940

The "Amounts Appropriated" by this section totaling [$140,868,844] $141,446,784 shall
be for the annual operating expenses of the departments and agencies of the City and shall be
disbursed under the supervision of the City Manager.
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SECTION II - CAPITAL PROJECTS APPROPRIATIONS
There is hereby appropriated out of the revenues accruing to the City for the purpose of
capital improvements, the several amounts hereinafter listed under the column designated
"Amounts Appropriated":

FUNDS
Capital Projects Fund
Water Fund
Sewer Fund
Refuse Fund
Stormwater Management Fund
Special Activities Fund
Speed Camera Fund

AMOUNTS
APPROPRIATED
[$37,875,213]
[$9,483,589]
$4,799,949
$533,345
$13,435,945
$3,911,125
$539,119

$38,375,213
$10,483,589

The "Amounts Appropriated" by this section totaling [$70,578,285] $72,078,285 shall be
for improvement projects and shall be disbursed under the supervision of the City Manager.

SECTION III - GENERAL LEVY
There is hereby levied against all assessable real property within the corporate limits of
the City a tax at the rate of twenty-nine and two-tenths cents ($0.292) on each $100 of assessable
value of said property. There is also hereby levied, against all assessable personal property
within the corporate limits of the City, a tax at the rate of eighty and one-half cents ($0.805) on
each $100 of assessable value of said property. These taxes are hereby levied in order, together
with other available revenues and funds of the City government, to provide funds for the
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"Amounts Appropriated" as set forth in the foregoing Section I. The tax levies herein provided in
this section shall not apply to property in the City of Rockville to the extent that such property is
not subject to taxes as provided in any valid and binding annexation agreement.

SECTION IV – TOWN CENTER PARKING DISTRICT LEVY
There is hereby levied against all assessable non-exempt real property within the Town
Center Parking District a tax at the rate of thirty-three cents ($0.33) on each $100 of assessable
value of said property. These taxes are hereby levied in order, together with other available
revenues and funds of the City government, to provide funds for the “Parking Fund” as listed in
the “Amounts Appropriated” in Section I.

SECTION V – TOWN SQUARE STREET AND AREA LIGHTING DISTRICT LEVY
There is hereby levied against all assessable real property within the Town Square Street
and Area Lighting District a tax at the rate of zero cents ($0.00) on each $100 of assessable value
of said property. These taxes are hereby levied in order, together with other available revenues
and funds of the City government, to provide funds for the “Town Center Management District
Fund” as listed in the “Amounts Appropriated” in Section I.

SECTION VI – TOWN SQUARE COMMERCIAL DISTRICT LEVY
There is hereby levied against all assessable commercial real property within the Town
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Square Commercial District a tax at the rate of zero cents ($0.00) on each $100 of assessable
value of said property. These taxes are hereby levied in order, together with other available
revenues and funds of the City government, to provide funds for the “Town Center Management
District Fund” as listed in the “Amounts Appropriated” in Section I.

NOTE:

[Brackets] indicate material deleted.
Underlining indicates material added.
**************************************

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

____________________________________________________
Sara Taylor-Ferrell, City Clerk/Director of Council Operations
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FY 2021 Budget Amendment #3 - May 2021
OPERATING
Expenditures

Personal Property Tax

GENERAL

Income Tax

(260,000)

(168,000)

Transfer to Parking Fund

700,000

Transfer to CIP (for Spray Park)

500,000

FEMA Reimbursement #3 (COVID-19)

57,276

R&P Expenditures, Personnel

(234,273)

CARES Reimbursement #2 (COVID-19)

51,914

R&P Expenditures, Operating

(227,027)

Sale of Auctioned Vehicles

62,000

R&P Expenditures, Capital Outlay

R&P Revenue, Intergovernmental Revenues

(4,000)

Addition to Reserves

(17,700)
(6,000)

(714,090)

R&P Revenue, Use of Money and Property

(10,100)

Building Rental (6 Taft)

180,000

Use of Reserves (Spray Park)

500,000
TOTAL

PARKING

Redlight Camera Vendor Payments

1,100,000

R&P Revenue, Charges for Services

455,000

TOTAL

Revenues

455,000

Expenses

Transfer from General Fund

700,000

Deferred losses on advance refunding

101,000

Performance/Profit Sharing from FRIT

(50,000)

Addition to Reserves

499,000

Other Citations

(50,000)
TOTAL

SPEED

(600,000)

600,000

TOTAL

Revenues

600,000

Expenditures

Speed Camera Citations
Use of Reserves
TOTAL

(490,000)
12,940
(477,060)

Addition to Reserves

(477,060)
TOTAL

(477,060)

TOTAL

500,000

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM (CIP)
CAPITAL

Transfer from General Fund

WATER

Revenues

Water Fund Bond Proceeds (undesignated)

Expenditures
500,000
TOTAL

Spray Park (RF21)

500,000

500,000

Revenues

Expenses
1,000,000
TOTAL

1,000,000

WTP Electrical, Roof, and HVAC Upgrades

1,000,000
TOTAL

1,000,000

Packet Pg. 36

Attachment 11.b: AttachB_AmendmentDetail_May (3525 : Introduction and Possible Adoption of Budget Amendment (Amendment #3))

Revenues
Redlight Camera Citations

City of Rockville, Maryland
FY 2021 Amended Budget
May 3, 2021
Governmental Funds
General

Enterprise Funds

Special
Activities

CDBG

Speed
Camera

-

-

-

-

-

-

160,850

-

-

43,808,850

-

Debt Service

Water

Sewer

Refuse

Parking

SWM

RedGate

Total
Operating

Revenue
Property Taxes

43,648,000

-

Other Gov't.

22,505,941

32,930

Fines/Forfeiture

983,090

-

525,498

-

-

-

-

315,000

-

-

23,379,369

-

958,000

-

-

-

-

300,000

-

-

2,241,090

Use Money/Prop.

1,804,102

1,144,630

-

10,000

31,000

Charges for Serv.

4,304,687

30,000

-

-

-

Licenses/Permits

3,411,000

-

-

-

-

Other Revenue

6,343,658

244,250

Total Revenue

83,000,478

1,451,810

Transfers In

-

165,440

Total Resources

83,000,478

1,617,250

Use of Reserves

1,340,985

100,000

84,341,463

1,717,250

Total ($)

525,498
525,498
525,498

968,000
-

52,400
13,975,400
-

15,775,300
-

17,000

1,000

112,000

-

3,172,132

6,138,400

103,000

5,465,000

-

45,791,787

515,000

-

3,926,000

-

-

1,023,300

230,700

246,830

13,600

60,840

41,300

1,400

8,205,878

1,054,300

14,258,500

16,022,130

6,169,000

940,690

6,133,300

1,400

130,525,106

4,800,000

306,590

968,000

5,854,300

14,565,090

12,940

599,400

980,940

6,453,700

-

16,022,130
-

46,730

1,950,000

6,215,730

2,890,690

1,497,753

-

6,133,300
-

14,565,090

16,022,130

7,713,483

2,890,690

6,133,300

-

7,268,760

1,400

137,793,866

101,840

3,652,918

103,240

141,446,784

Expenses
Personnel

51,018,263

Operating

14,335,836

1,011,490

2,044,354

459,117

Capital Outlay
Administrative
Other
Total Oper. Exp.
Principal
Interest

-

-

-

2,473,840

174,100

69,872,293

1,644,707

525,498
525,498

121,960

-

3,903,310

1,950,340

3,234,580

306,810

2,681,120

-

63,216,383

681,980

6,000

2,545,525

3,987,802

2,046,455

99,440

901,786

-

26,141,812

-

380,060

372,570

772,248

-

93,770

-

4,122,119

-

1,292,000

637,000

1,119,000

90,000

773,000

-

4,088,000

177,000
980,940

-

3,553,200

5,077,600

519,200

274,530

1,012,000

100,600

13,185,070

6,000

11,674,095

12,025,312

7,691,483

770,780

5,461,676

100,600

110,753,384

-

-

-

-

5,347,700

-

1,100,000

-

-

-

-

CIP Transfer

7,507,000

-

-

-

-

-

Transfers Out

6,962,170

-

-

-

-

-

Total Use
Add. to Reserves
Total ($)

84,341,463
84,341,463

1,644,707
72,543
1,717,250

525,498
525,498

980,940
980,940

6,453,700
6,453,700

997,600

1,495,600
306,590

12,671,695

13,827,502

1,893,395

2,194,628

14,565,090

16,022,130

22,000

-

-

5,347,700

44,550

2,640

4,475,690

-

-

-

-

7,507,000

-

-

-

-

7,268,760

7,713,483
7,713,483

813,300

-

1,584,080

5,506,226

1,306,610

627,074

2,890,690

6,133,300

103,240
103,240

135,352,534
6,094,250
141,446,784
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Third Quarter FY 2021 Financial Report

GENERAL FUND

Category

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Yr. (in thousands)
Actual
Actual Actual
FY21
FY21
%
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.

Revenue
Property Taxes
From Other Gov't.
Fines /Forfeitures
Use of Money/Property
Charges for Services
Licenses/Permits
Other Revenue
Total Revenue ($)

43,816
21,650
1,583
1,341
7,405
3,411
5,399
84,605

43,816
21,410
1,583
1,634
5,019
3,411
6,172
83,045

41,858
15,662
731
875
1,983
1,797
3,779
66,684

96%
73%
46%
54%
40%
53%
61%
80%

42,552
23,201
1,510
2,364
5,472
3,595
5,204
83,896

41,703
14,758
1,289
1,740
5,090
2,799
4,014
71,393

98%
64%
85%
74%
93%
78%
77%
85%

Expenditures
Personnel
Operating
Capital Outlay
Other
CIP Transfer
Transfers Out
Total Expenditures ($)

51,813
15,033
1,722
2,476
6,330
6,261
83,635

51,253
14,823
2,062
2,474
7,007
6,262
83,880

36,198
8,390
536
1,963
5,083
4,696
56,867

71%
57%
26%
79%
73%
75%
68%

51,146
13,092
2,097
2,307
9,800
6,202
84,644

38,346
9,914
1,453
2,080
7,350
4,651
63,794

75%
76%
69%
90%
75%
75%
75%

General Fund Unassigned Fund Balance

$30.0

Due to conservative financial
management including a planned
addition to reserves included in the
FY21 adopted budget, the city has
not had to utilize reserves to date to
offset losses in General Fund
revenue.

Unassigned Fund Balance

$25.0

$22.0

$20.0
Millions

The FY21 unassigned fund balance equals $22 million, or $5.1
million above the FY21 reserve target of $16.9 million. The FY21
adopted budget included a planned addition to reserves of
$970,000. Of this funding, $280,000 was used to fund employee
leave buyback on the November budget amendment, and
$684,000 was used on the March budget amendment to offset the
increased transfer to the Capital Projects Fund. Staff recommends
using $500,000 in unassigned fund balance on the May budget
amendment to fund the Spray Park CIP project, bringing the
balance above the reserve target to $4.6 million.

General Fund Summary
The amended budget includes
adjustments made on the November
and March budget amendments to
recognize reductions in the first half
of the fiscal year due to ongoing
pandemic‐related program changes
and closures. An additional
amendment is planned for May to
recognize such reductions from 3Q.

$15.0

$16.9

$10.0

General Fund Contingency Status

FY21 Target

$5.0
$0.0
FY 2016

FY 2017

FY 2018

Reserve Target

FY 2019

FY 2020

FY 2021 Est.

Ending Unassigned Fund Balance

Unspent Personnel Funds

Per the City's Financial Management Policies, contingency funds
Unspent funds related to vacant General Fund positions are
are available for unanticipated, unbudgeted expenditures of a
tracked and reported quarterly, along with any uses of these
non‐recurring nature and/or unexpected cost increases.
funds. Historically, in addition to vacancy‐related costs, these
General Fund Contingency Usage through 3Q
funds have been used for weather‐related needs such as snow
Amount
removal.
Adopted FY21 General Fund Contingency
310,000
Additional funding for police parking lease
Unspent Personnel Funds
3Q Only
YTD FY21
(6,000)
Additional credit card fees due to online permitting
Gross unspent funds from vacancies
635,394
1,703,903
(21,000)
Electronic bidding (procurement) software
Vacancy‐related (costs)/savings
(280,391) (1,030,717)
(40,000)
Temporary employee for COVID testing
Net Unspent Funds
355,003
673,186
(10,000)
Recruitment costs for City Attorney
Uses of Net Unspent Funds
(21,300)
Emergency gate repair at maintenance yard
Employee leave buyback
‐
(53,000)
(9,775)
City Hall security project
Snow & ice removal
(220,000)
(220,000)
(50,000)
City Hall air filters and HVAC UV lights
Net Unspent Funds Remaining ($)
135,003
400,186
(76,000)
FY21 Contingency Remaining ($)*
75,925
*An additional $31,220 has been set aside to date in 4Q to replace the current agenda and minutes system, bringing the total contingency
remaining to $44,705.
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Third Quarter FY 2021 Financial Report

General Fund Revenues (in thousands)

General Fund Expenditures (in thousands)

98%, $41,703
96%, $41,858

Property
Taxes
64%, $14,758
73%, $15,662

From Other
Gov't.
Fines &
Forfeitures

85%, $1,289
46%, $731

Use of Money
& Property

74%, $1,740
54%, $875
93%, $5,090
40%, $1,983

Charges for
Services

78%, $2,799
53%, $1,797

Licenses
& Permits

$‐

$10,000 $20,000

% of FY20 Actual,
Actual 3/31/20

Capital
Outlay

69%, $1,453
26%, $536

Other

90%, $2,080
79%, $1,963
75%, $7,350
73%, $5,083

CIP
Transfer

% of FY21 Adopted,
Actual 3/31/21

$30,000

76%, $9,914
57%, $8,390

Operating

75%, $4,651
75%, $4,696

Transfers
Out

77%, $4,014
61%, $3,779

Other
Revenue

75%, $38,346
71%, $36,198

Personnel

$‐

$40,000 $50,000

General Fund Revenues by Category

$10,000

$20,000

% of FY20 Actual,
Actual 3/31/20
% of FY21 Adopted,
Actual 3/31/21

$30,000

$40,000

$50,000

Other Revenue totaled $3.8 million in 3Q, down from $4
million in FY20 due to a decline in hotel tax revenue related to
the COVID‐19 pandemic. This revenue source was adjusted on
the March budget amendment.

Property Taxes totaled $41.9 million for 3Q, or 96% of the
adopted target, similar to 3Q FY20. Personal property tax
revenue, which makes up just under 8% of this revenue
category, is coming in more slowly than in FY20 and will be
reduced on the May budget amendment.

General Fund Expenditures by Category

Revenue From Other Governments totaled $15.7 million for
3Q, compared to $14.8 million in FY20. The FY21 total includes
over $1 million in federal aid related to the COVID‐19
pandemic. Income tax, the largest revenue source within this
category, totaled $10.3 million through 3Q FY21, compared to
$9.7 million through 3Q FY20. Admissions and amusement tax
revenue remains very low compared to FY20, with just under
$149,000 received through 3Q, compared to nearly $565,000
through 3Q FY20. Each of these revenue sources have been
adjusted or are recommended for adjustment on an FY21
budget amendment.
Revenue from Fines & Forfeitures totaled $0.7 million for 3Q,
compared to $1.3 million in 3Q FY20. Redlight camera revenue,
which makes up the largest portion of this category, declined by
45% compared to last year due to decreased vehicle traffic as a
result of the current pandemic. A reduction in redlight camera
revenue and associated vendor payments is included on the
May budget amendment.
Use of Money & Property revenue totaled $0.9 million for 3Q,
down from $1.7 million in 3Q FY20 due to low interest rates and
resulting investment income.
Charges for Services revenue totaled $2 million through 3Q,
compared with $5.1 million in FY20. This category includes
recreation revenues which have been significantly impacted by
the COVID‐19 pandemic. Previous budget amendments
included reductions accounting for the first half of the fiscal
year, and the May amendment will account for 3Q reductions.
Licenses & Permits revenue totaled $1.8 million, compared to
$2.8 million in FY20, with the variance due to delays in building
permit revenue.

Total Personnel spending totaled $36.2 million through 3Q, or
71% of the amended personnel budget. Spending on
temporary employees is down over $1 million compared to
FY20 due to pandemic‐related facility and program closures; a
large portion of this savings was recognized on the November
and March budget amendments, and additional savings will be
recognized on the May budget amendment.
Operating expenditures totaled $8.4 million through 3Q, or
57% of the total operating budget. This category includes
contractual services, utilities, and supplies. The November and
March budget amendments accounted for expenditure savings
due to facility closures and programming modifications in the
first half of the fiscal year, and the May amendment will
capture additional reductions.
Capital Outlay expenditures totaled $536,000 through 3Q. This
funding covers one‐time equipment purchases including
vehicle replacements, and varies from year to year based on
needs and replacement schedules.
Other expenditures totaled $2 million through 3Q, or 79% of
the amended total, down slightly from FY20 due to the timing
of outside agency payments.
The CIP Transfer totaled $5.1 million through 3Q. This category
is expended quarterly based on the amended budget. The
March and May budget amendments both increased this
transfer.
The Transfers Out category totaled $4.7 million through 3Q.
This category is expended quarterly based on the amended
budget, and includes transfers to the Parking, Debt Service,
Refuse (for RHE refuse bills), and Special Activities funds. The
May budget amendment includes an increase in the transfer to
the Parking Fund due to the decline in Parking revenue.
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Attachment 11.d: AttachD_3QFY21_FinancialReport (3525 : Introduction and Possible Adoption of Budget Amendment (Amendment #3))

City of Rockville, Maryland

11.d

Third Quarter FY 2021 Financial Report

Total Revenue ($)

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Year (in thousands)
FY21
FY21
Actual
%
Actual Actual
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.
14,565 14,565
11,055 76% 13,931
8,776 63%

Expenses
Personnel
Operating
1
Capital Outlay
Admin/Other/Interest
Total Expenses ($)

3,903
2,450
380
5,843
12,576

Total Revenue ($)

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Year (in thousands)
FY21
FY21
Actual
%
Actual Actual
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.
16,022 16,022
12,350 77% 15,812
9,563 60%

3,903
2,546
380
5,843
12,672

2,787
1,459
170
1,276
5,692

71%
57%
45%
22%
45%

3,918
1,907
117
5,771
11,713

2,883
1,374
98
1,349
5,704

74%
72%
84%
23%
49%

The FY21 budget includes no water rate
increases. During the first half of FY21
the city performed a study that
evaluated the cost of service by
property classification. Rate structures
consistent with the study’s
recommendations were included in the
proposed budget for FY22.

Since the proposed budget
presentation, several property owners
have submitted testimony with
questions about how staff determined the rate structure for multifamily properties. In response, the Mayor and Council decided to
leave the current rate system in place through the end of 2021. Between now and then, the Mayor and Council will work with staff
and the city’s consultant to further analyze occupancy and use factors for the multifamily properties. In addition, staff will examine
how federal American Rescue Plan funds can be used to provide rate relief in coming years.
A large portion of Sewer Fund spending
occurs in the CIP and goes toward the
City's contribution to the Blue Plains
Wastewater Treatment Facility.

The FY21 budget includes no sewer rate
increases. During the first half of FY21
1,950
1,950
1,420 73%
1,915
1,401 73% the city performed a study that
3,959
3,988
2,386 60%
3,462
2,258 65% evaluated the cost of service by
88
373
5 1%
515
515 100% property classification. Rate structures
7,517
7,517
1,166 16%
7,491
1,413 19% consistent with the study’s
13,514 13,828
4,977 36% 13,383
5,587 42% recommendations were included in the
proposed budget for FY22.
Since the proposed budget presentation, several property owners have submitted testimony with questions about how staff
determined the rate structure for multifamily properties. In response, the Mayor and Council decided to leave the current rate
system in place through the end of 2021. Between now and then, the Mayor and Council will work with staff and the city’s
consultant to further analyze occupancy and use factors for the multifamily properties. In addition, staff will examine how federal
American Rescue Plan funds can be used to provide rate relief in coming years.

Expenses
Personnel
Operating
1
Capital Outlay
Admin/Other/Interest
Total Expenses ($)

Total Revenue ($)

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Year (in thousands)
FY21
FY21
Actual
%
Actual Actual
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.
6,216
6,216
6,174 99%
6,298
6,224 99%

Expenses
Personnel
Operating
1
Capital Outlay
Admin/Other/Interest
Total Expenses ($)

3,235
2,019
441
1,660
7,354

3,235
2,046
772
1,660
7,713

2,069
1,464
81
850
4,464

64%
72%
10%
51%
58%

3,072
1,859
143
1,505
6,579

2,227
1,289
0
777
4,293

73%
69%
0%
52%
65%

The city's refuse fee is collected through
property tax bills, with the majority of
the revenue being received in 2Q.
The capital outlay budget includes
funding to replace several refuse fleet
vehicles, including funds that rolled
from vehicles ordered but not delivered
in FY20. The city received two of these
vehicles in April. These vehicle
replacements are essential based on
the age and increasing maintenance
needs of the fleet.

1

Capital outlay purchases with useful lives of more than five years are capitalized and depreciated in accordance with Generally Accepted
Accounting Principles (GAAP). The City's financial statements reflect this adjustment, whereas this report shows the actual expense. As a
result, the prior year actuals shown on this report in enterprise funds with qualifying capital purchases will differ from the financial
statements in the amount of the cost of any capitalized assets.
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Attachment 11.d: AttachD_3QFY21_FinancialReport (3525 : Introduction and Possible Adoption of Budget Amendment (Amendment #3))

REFUSE FUND

SEWER FUND

WATER FUND

City of Rockville, Maryland

11.d

Third Quarter FY 2021 Financial Report

Total Revenue ($)

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Year (in thousands)
FY21
FY21
Actual
%
Actual Actual
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.
6,133
6,133
5,178 84%
5,650
5,502 97%

Expenses
Personnel
Operating
1
Capital Outlay
Admin/Other/Interest
Total Expenses ($)

2,681
879
94
1,830
5,484

2,681
902
94
1,830
5,506

1,853
563
80
608
3,103

69%
62%
85%
33%
56%

2,643
673
1
1,723
5,040

1,945 74%
409 61%
1 100%
555 32%
2,910 58%

The city's SWM fee is collected through
property tax bills, with the majority of
the revenue being received in 2Q.
Revenues are lower than 3Q FY20 due
to the timing of payments as well as
lower fees paid to date related to
development activity.
A large portion of SWM Fund spending
occurs in the multi‐year CIP.

Current Year (in thousands)
Prior Year (in thousands)
FY21
FY21
Actual
%
Actual Actual
%
Adp.
Amd. 3/31/21 Amd. 6/30/20 3/31/20 Act.
2,691
2,291
1,730 76%
2,311
1,884 82%

Meter, violation, and fine revenues
remain at just over half of their pre‐
pandemic levels; these revenues were
Total Revenue ($)
adjusted down by a total of $400,000 on
the March budget amendment. Parking
Expenses
Fund revenue includes a transfer from
Personnel
307
307
215 70%
281
194 69% the General Fund; this transfer totaled
Operating
99
99
32 32%
141
130 92% $937,500 through 3Q, up from $825,000
1
in FY20. Due to the decline in revenue
Capital Outlay
0
0
0 0%
0
0 0%
Admin/Other/Int.
1,077
1,077
474 44%
3,189
2,417 76% the May amendment will include an
Total Expenses ($)
1,483
1,483
721 49%
3,610
2,741 76% increase in the transfer from the
General Fund in order to keep a positive
balance in the Parking Fund at the end of FY21. Staff remains concerned about the financial pressure in the Parking Fund due to
changes as a result of the COVID‐19 pandemic.
Expenses in FY20 were much higher than FY21 due to costs associated with the 2019B bond refunding, which will save the Parking
Fund over $2.5 million in debt service costs over the remaining life of the bonds.

Capital Improvements Program (CIP) Transfers, All Funds
The City's Financial Management Policies allow the City Manager to approve transfers of unspent project appropriations between capital
projects within the same fund. These transfers will always net to zero, as any change in total appropriation by fund must be approved by
the Mayor and Council through an appropriations ordinance. Any transfers between projects during the reporting period are shown
below.

3Q CIP Transfers
Stream Restoration Spot Repairs: FY21‐FY25 (SB21)
Stream Restoration Spot Repairs: FY16‐FY20 (SE16)
WTP Raw Water Infrastructure Protection (UA19)

Amount ($)
93,000
(93,000)

Fund
SWM

100,000
Water

Commercial Water Meter Replacements (UB21)

(100,000)

Reason for Transfer
Urgent repair of Cabin John Parkway
gabion wall failure
Additional funding required for stream
stabilization and inspection based on final
engineering estimate

1

Capital outlay purchases with useful lives of more than five years are capitalized and depreciated in accordance with Generally Accepted
Accounting Principles (GAAP). The City's financial statements reflect this adjustment, whereas this report shows the actual expense. As a
result, the prior year actuals shown on this report in enterprise funds with qualifying capital purchases will differ from the financial
statements in the amount of the cost of any capitalized assets.
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Attachment 11.d: AttachD_3QFY21_FinancialReport (3525 : Introduction and Possible Adoption of Budget Amendment (Amendment #3))

PARKING FUND

SWM FUND

City of Rockville, Maryland

12

Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Discussion and Instructions
Department: Police
Responsible Staff: Victor Brito

Subject
Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council receive a briefing on the City's parking fine and
fee structure and provide guidance as needed.

Discussion
The Rockville City Police Department manages numerous parking functions daily to support the
safety and welfare of residents and commuters, as well as to promote the orderly free flow of
traffic throughout the city. The efforts of the Police Department in a parking enforcement
capacity include assisting motorists with vehicle lockouts and jumpstarts, directing traffic,
assisting with special events, managing the residential parking permit program, and assisting
residents and businesses with special parking requests. Additionally, the Police Department
enforces City ordinances regulating stopping, standing, and parking rules including the
enforcement of approximately 500 parking meters citywide.
City staff have reviewed the entire parking program across several areas where changes can be
made to promote efficient citywide parking operations. Some of the areas reviewed represent
simple administrative adjustments and some represent larger policy shifts that require more indepth discussions.
The primary purpose of this agenda item is to brief the Mayor and Council and provide
guidance on potential changes to the current City parking fine and fee structure. The review
conducted by staff included an extensive comparison of the current City of Rockville parking
fines and fees with surrounding jurisdictions (attachment A), as well as a review of the historical
changes to the City’s fines and fees. During this review, it has become evident that the City’s
parking fines and fees currently in place are outdated and not in line with neighboring
jurisdictions, warranting further discussion and guidance going forward. Based on information
and feedback obtained, a summary has been developed of the proposed changes to the City’s
parking program. Below is an overview of the proposed changes for the Mayor and Council’s
consideration. All changes are intended to enhance the operation of the City’s parking program.
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Summary of Proposed Revisions:
Fine changes:
Staff reviewed records detailing historical changes to the City’s parking fines. During this
review, it was discovered that the City has periodically added new ordinances and changed fine
amounts throughout the years. The last major change to City parking fines occurred in 2003
when many fines increased from $25 to $40. Prior to this change, the last major change in fines
occurred in 1991 when most fines increased from $20 to $25. Based on the significant amount
of time which has elapsed since the last major fine changes (18 years), staff recommends
increasing most of the City’s parking fines to align with surrounding jurisdictions.
Of note, staff does not recommend changes to the current fines for expired parking meter
violations, which would remain at $40 and makes up most of the parking enforcement citations
issued. Additionally, we do not recommend changes to the current penalties for late payment
at this time.
The most significant fine changes recommended include increasing the fine for both “handicap
parking violations” and “fire lane parking violations”, which are currently set at $100. Staff
recommends increasing these fines to $250, which has remained unchanged since 2003 and
would bring this fine up to surrounding jurisdictions’ standards.
Additionally, it is recommended to increase the fine for violations of “parking within 15 feet of a
fire hydrant,” which has also been set at $40 since 2003. Staff recommends increasing this fine
to $250 to emphasize the seriousness of this violation, as well as to bring it up to standards of
surrounding jurisdictions.
A full accounting of fine change recommendations can be found in attachment B.
Fee changes:
Meter rates: The City currently has 5 parking metered zones which consist of approximately
500 paid meter spaces. The parking meter rates vary per zone. Staff proposes an increase of the
hourly meter rate for the two most historically utilized metered zones, Town Center and City
Hall (approximately 188 meters) from $1.00/hour to $1.50/ hour, while keeping the rates for
the remaining 3 zones unchanged (attachment C). The proposed meter rate increase for the
Town Center and City Hall zones would bring the City in line with rates the neighboring
jurisdictions have adopted, while allowing staff to further analyze whether the remaining 3
metered zones will be appropriate candidates for rate increases in the future.
Residential Parking Permits: The Rockville City Police Department’s Parking Division currently
manages 9 residential parking permit zones Citywide. The current fee for a residential parking
permit is $2 per year. Historically, each permitted zone has had a 5-year renewal cycle, bringing
the total cost charged to residents to $10 for a 5-year period. Residents who purchase a parking
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permit midway through a 5-year cycle pay a prorated fee of $2 per year for the remaining years
left in the cycle. Staff review has found that this $2 annual fee has remained stagnant since at
least 1985. Staff proposes increasing the fee for residential parking permits from $2 a year to
$10 a year while reducing the renewal period to a 3-year cycle, which will result in a total cost
of $30 per renewal period for residents. The proposed increase to a $10 annual fee is still less
than what neighboring jurisdictions charge for residential parking permits. Additionally, by
reducing the renewal period to 3 years, the fee increase will not have as significant of a
financial impact to residents as it would if the renewal cycle remained at 5 years.
Temporary Permits: The Rockville City Police Department’s Parking Division issues temporary
parking permits to certain businesses and residences under special circumstances. Currently,
the City does not charge a fee for temporary permits. Staff proposes adding a new fee to charge
$1/month for the use of a temporary permit to offset costs in issuing temporary permits.
A full accounting of fee change recommendations can be found in attachment D.

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

Fiscal Impact
At this time, staff does not recommend changing the FY 2022 Parking Fund revenue estimates
for the proposed adjustments to fines, fees, and citations. The FY 2022 revenue estimates
developed in January 2021 for the proposed budget are relatively high given the actual amount
of revenue collected in FY 2021 and the amount of revenue projected going forward. Parking
Fund revenues have suffered dramatically given the decline in parking activity due to the
COVID-19 pandemic.
If, during FY 2022, revenues trend above budget estimates, staff will return to the Mayor and
Council to recognize actual revenue receipts via a budget amendment.

Next Steps
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council discuss the proposed adjustments and provide
feedback. Staff will return to the Mayor and Council with the necessary actions required to
implement any of the items being discussed and strategies approved.

Attachments
Attachment 12.a:
Attachment 12.b:
Attachment 12.c:
Attachment 12.d:

Attachment A, Parking fines and fees comparison (PDF)
Attacment B, Proposed changes to parking fines
(PDF)
Attacment C, Proposed changes to parking meter rates
(PDF)
Attachment D, propsed fee changes (PDF)
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12.a

FINES

City of
Rockville

Montgomery
City of
County
Gaithersburg

City of
Takoma Park

City of
Frederick

1

No Parking w/o Consent of
Owner

$40

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

2

No Parking/Permit

$40

$50

$60

$45

20-30

3

No Parking Truck in
Residential

$75

$60

$45

$50

4

No Park Bus, Truck Tractor,
or Trailer

5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

No Parking Sidewalk
Blocking Driveway
15' Fire Hydrant
Prohib Sign/Curb
Left Wheels to Curb
No Parking Grass/Median
Handicapped
Expired Meter
Double Parking
Other
No Parking Fire Lane
No Parking 30' Traffic
Control
M/U of Visitor Permit

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

No Parking Impeding Traffic
Flow
No Parking Bikeway
No Parking 20' Crosswalk
No Parking in 2 Spaces
Parked in Xwalk
Not Parked in Line
No Parking 5' Driveway
Over Posted Time
Snow Emergency

27

Penalties

18

1st, $20
2nd, $50 3rd
or >, $100
1st, $20
2nd, $50 3rd
or >, $100
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$100
$40
$40
$40
$100

$60

$60

$45

$50

$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$250
$45
$60
$60
$250

$60
$60
$250
$60
$60
$60
$250
N/A
$60
$60
$250

$40
$40
$50
$45
$40
$40
$255
$40
$40
$40-$45
$255

$30
$25
$100
$30
$20
$20
$250
$20
$35
$15-$75
$100

$40

$60

$60

$40

$25

$40

N/A

$60

N/A

N/A

$40

$60

$60

$45

$20

$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$100

$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$50
$85

N/A
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60

N/A
$50
$40
$45
N/A
$45
$40
$105

N/A
$25
$20
$25
$20
N/A
$20
$100

15 days: +$10
30 days: +$10

15 days: +$25 double after 30
45 days: +$25
days

Attachment 12.a: Attachment A, Parking fines and fees comparison (3563 : Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines)

COMPARABLE JURISDICTIONS

double after
double after 15
10 days
days
25 days: +$15
30 days: +$15
30 days: + $10

COMPARABLE JURISDICTIONS

FEES

1

Parking Meter Rates

2

Residential Parking Permits

3

Temporary Permits

City of
Rockville

Montgomery
City of
County
Gaithersburg

$0.25$1.00/hour

$1.00$2.00/hour

N/A

$2/year, 5
year cycle

$20/year

Free

N/A

$0 up to 30
days

$0

City of
Takoma Park

City of
Frederick

$1.00$2.00/hour
Meters: $50
first vehicle;
$100 second
$12.50 for one
vehicle
vehicle;
Non-Meters:
$20 total for two
free first
vehicles
vehicle; $100
second
vehicle
$1.00/hour

N/A

N/A
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12.b

City Code
Section

Current

Proposed

1

No Parking w/o Consent of
Owner

23-24

$40

$60

2

No Parking/Permit

23-48

$40

23-27

1st, $20
2nd, $50 3rd or >, $100

1st, $60
2nd or >, $100
1st, $60
2nd or >, $120

23-27

1st, $20
2nd, $50 3rd or >, $100

1st, $60
2nd or >, $120

23-26
23-26
23-26
23-26
23-28
23-26
23-22
23-61
23-26
23-22
23-22

$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$100
$40
$40
$40
$100

$60
$60
$250
$60
$60
$60
$250
$40
$60
$60
$250

23-26

$40

$60

23-49

$40

1st, $60
2nd or >, $100

23-26

$40

$60

23-26
23-26
23-62
23-26
23-62
23-26
23-68
23-25

$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$40
$100

$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$60
$100

23-22

15 days: +$10
30 days: +$10

15 days, +$10
30 days, +$10

FINES

Category

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

No Parking Truck in
Residential
No Park Bus, Truck Tractor,
or Trailer
No Parking Sidewalk
Blocking Driveway
15' Fire Hydrant
Prohib Sign/Curb
Left Wheels to Curb
No Parking Grass/Median
Handicapped
Expired Meter
Double Parking
Other
No Parking Fire Lane
No Parking 30' Traffic
Control
M/U of Visitor Permit

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

No Parking Impeding Traffic
Flow
No Parking Bikeway
No Parking 20' Crosswalk
No Parking in 2 Spaces
Parked in Xwalk
Not Parked in Line
No Parking 5' Driveway
Over Posted Time
Snow Emergency

27

Penalties

18
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Attachment 12.b: Attacment B, Proposed changes to parking fines (3563 : Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines)

City of Rockville Parking Fines

Street

Hours Enforced

Current
rate/hour

Proposed
rate/hour

Town Center (146 paid meter spaces)
Gibbs St.

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

Maryland Ave.

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

Courthouse Square

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

E. Montgomery Ave.

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

Monroe St.

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

Monroe Place

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

W. Middle Lane

Mon-Sat, 7am-10pm

$1.00

$1.50

City Hall (42 paid meter spaces)
S. Washington St.

Mon-Fri, 8am-5pm

$1.00

$1.50

Vinson St.

Mon-Fri, 8am-5pm

$1.00

$1.50

Jefferson Plaza (34 paid meter spaces)
Jefferson Plaza

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Park Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Fleet St.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Stonestreet (70 paid meter spaces)
N. Stonestreet Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Twinbrook (208 paid meter spaces)
Halpine Rd.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Chapman Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Bouic Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Thompson Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Fishers Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$1.00

$1.00

Higgins Place

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$1.00

$1.00

Ardennes Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.50

$0.50

Lewis Ave.

Mon- Fri, 6am-6pm

$0.25

$0.25

*yellow highlights are proposed changes

Packet Pg. 48

Attachment 12.c: Attacment C, Proposed changes to parking meter rates (3563 : Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines)

12.c

12.d

City of Rockville Parking Fees

FEES

Current

Proposed

1

Parking Meter Rates

Town Center/City Hall:
$1.00/hour

Town Center/City Hall:
$1.50/hour

2

Residential Parking
Permits

$2/year, 5 year cycle

$10/year, 3 year cycle

3

Temporary Permits

N/A

$1.00/month

Attachment 12.d: Attachment D, propsed fee changes (3563 : Police Department Parking Related Citation Fees and Fines)

Category
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Adoption
Department: Planning & Development Services
Responsible Staff: John Foreman

Subject
Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the Schedule of Various User and Regulatory Fees for the
City of Rockville

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council adopt the Resolution to revise the schedule of
various user and regulatory fees for the City of Rockville.

Discussion
During recent FY 2022 Budget Work Sessions, the Mayor and Council have discussed the
possibility of increasing development-related fees to address increased costs related to new
technology, which directly benefits our customers. In addition, many of these fees have not
seen increases in several years and should be adjusted due to the increased cost of providing
our services. Since this discussion, staff has evaluated our fees and is recommending an acrossthe-board increase of approximately 2.5 %. This increase will generate the revenue to help
fund our annual technology costs, and to partially address the increase in our services’ expense
over a period of time.

Background
The master fee resolution (Attachment A), which was first established in June 2011, combines
various user and regulatory fees into one resolution. The City of Rockville Mayor and Council
adopted Resolution No. 18-11 to revise, reorganize and establish various user and regulatory
fees based on the User Fee Analysis Report prepared by Matrix Consulting Group. One of the
key recommendations of the report included guidelines on “User Fee Cost Recovery Goals.”
This report suggests that “fees for services will be reviewed and updated on an ongoing basis to
ensure that they keep pace with inflation. In addition, fees need to be updated for changes in
methods or levels of service delivery to ensure that they are appropriate and equitable for all
users.”
Since its initial adoption, the master fee resolution has been revised several times. In 2018, a
10% increase was adopted for building permit and inspection-related fees. Development fees
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administered by PDS and DPW have not been updated in years. During FY 2020, staff prepared
an across-the-board percentage increase in development fees, but did not propose
implementation for FY 2021, per Mayor and Council direction due to the pandemic. During the
FY 2022 budget cycle, staff reviewed all fees and charges and now proposes across-theboard/inflationary adjustments of 2.5% to various development and permit fees, rounding as
appropriate, for implementation in FY 2022. This will also help to offset the cost of additional
technology improvements such as plan review and permitting software. In the next few fiscal
years, staff recommends funding a full consultant analysis of fees and charges to evaluate areas
like cost recovery and benchmarking to surrounding communities.
Planning and Development Services and the Department of Public Works collaborated to
develop the proposed changes. The new fees would be implemented starting on September 1,
2021. This implementation date gives staff sufficient time to communicate the new fee
schedules to the public and to reprogram the City’s online systems.
The Permits and Inspections fees, shown in Attachment B, consist mainly of building and trade
related permits, non-business licenses, fire safety permits and life safety reviews on new
commercial buildings, additions, and alterations, as well as occupancy permits. There are
several fees proposed at a higher than 2.5% increase. The minimum electrical permit fee and
residential alteration fees were increased at a slightly higher rate to align with other similar
permit fee types to allow for ease of use. Some of the fee adjustments amount to fee
decreases. For instance, the structure for swimming pool fees was also revised to allow a
significantly lower fee for residential above-ground pools. Also, the permit extension fee for
commercial projects was capped at a maximum fee to eliminate the contractor from having to
excessively pay half of the original permit fee which could be in the thousands of dollars, as our
Inspection Services Division (ISD) has encountered previously.
Due to the continued prevalence of illegal construction and non-permitted work occurring in
the city, investigation fees for working without required permits has been significantly raised to
better reflect the cost to the City for the actual staff time and resources necessary to conduct
an investigation. It will have the added benefit of being a strong deterrent to curb illegal
construction. Finally, in February, the Mayor and Council added Design Guidelines to the
zoning ordinance with an option to apply for Alternative Compliance, but no fee was
established. Staff proposes to establish the fee as part of this update.
Similarly, Attachment C shows a few additional changes to zoning and development fees to
address cases where Rockville’s fees are drastically and unnecessarily different from
surrounding jurisdictions (see Attachment D), and fees that may be disproportionate to the cost
of the service provided. This is a limited-scope, interim effort to be done without a
comprehensive fee study or cost of service analysis, which will be necessary to provide a more
comprehensive and holistic review of fees relative to cost. One new fee is proposed because of
a change in process, the new Sign Variance procedure adopted in October 2019. Proposed
changes are shown in Attachment C, and any changes beyond the 2.5% increase are further
discussed.
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Department of Public Works (DPW) Fees
As shown in Attachment E, DPW proposes to increase its development-related fees by 2.5%,
rounding as appropriate. Fees that are based on a percentage will have the minimum fee
updated but the percentage will not change. In these cases, the Standard Pricing for Cost
Estimating book will be updated by 2.5%, also rounding as appropriate. Therefore, the impact is
the same on the revenue. The Water and Sewer Authorization fees were updated in 2018 along
with permit and inspection fees so they are not proposed to be changed. There is one new fee
for a fire hydrant flow test. Stormwater Management monetary contribution fees will be
updated under a separate resolution.

Mayor and Council History
The City’s fee resolution was comprehensively revised in June 2011. At that time, many fees
were revised based on cost recovery goals as presented in Rockville’s adopted Financial
Management Policies. Permitting and inspection fees were updated in July 2018. Fee increases
that staff were proposing for FY 2021 were not pursued, at the direction of the Mayor and
Council, due to the pandemic. Potential fee changes for FY 2022 were included for discussion as
part of the April 19th budget work session.

Public Notification and Engagement
Staff will email proposed fees to all identified stakeholders, including developers, engineering
firms and land use attorneys, among others. We will also provide this information to all our
homeowner associations and civic groups. The potential increase in fees were announced at the
FAST Stakeholder’s Forum on April 21.

Fiscal Impact
General Fund revenue adjustments for proposed fee increases for FY 2022 were included on
the April 19 agenda report and equal $60,790. This increase in revenue is comprised of $35,630
for building permits, $5,500 for non-business licenses, $4,250 for fire safety permits, $1,870 for
fire review fees, and $13,540 for DPW permits and fees. The other changes proposed would
have minimal fiscal impact because of the lower cost or volume of these types of fees.
In addition to these General Fund adjustments, staff would include an additional $10,730 in the
Stormwater Management Fund for increases in stormwater permits fees. The new fees will be
implemented starting on September 1, 2021. This implementation date gives staff sufficient
time to communicate the new fee schedules to the public and to reprogram the City’s online
systems.
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Next Steps
If approved by the Mayor and Council, the fees will be implemented starting on September 1,
2021. This implementation date gives staff sufficient time to communicate the new fee
schedules to the public and to reprogram the City’s online systems.

Attachments
Attachment 13.a:
Attachment 13.b:
Attachment 13.c:
Attachment 13.d:
Attachment 13.e:

Fee Resolution (redline)
(PDF)
Building Fees (PDF)
Zoning and Development Fees
(PDF)
Development Fee Comparisons
(PDF)
Public Works Fees
(PDF)
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Resolution No.

RESOLUTION:

To revise the schedule of various
user and regulatory fees for the City
of Rockville

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 3 “Animal Control,” Chapter 5 “Buildings and
Building Regulations,” Chapter 10 “Floodplain Management,” Chapter 10.5, “Forest and
Tree Preservation,” Chapter 12 “Licenses, Permits and Miscellaneous Business
Regulations,” Chapter 18 “Rental Facilities and Landlord Tenant Relations,” Chapter 19
“Sediment Control and Stormwater Management,” Chapter 20 “Solid Waste,” Chapter 21
“Streets and Public Improvements,” Chapter 23, “Traffic,” Chapter 24, “Water, Sewer
and Sewage Disposal,” Chapter 25 “Zoning” of the Rockville City Code, the Mayor and
Council are authorized to establish certain fees for the administration of those chapters;
and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No 10-09, the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for licensing of rental units within the City; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 13-07, the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for the administration of the City’s Forest and Tree Preservation Ordinance; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 7-06, the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for licenses, permits, capital contributions for water and sewer service,
inspection and certifications required by Chapter 5 (Buildings and Building Regulations)
including building, plumbing, electrical and mechanical permits, licenses and inspections,
and other related fees; and

Packet Pg. 54

Attachment 13.a: Fee Resolution (redline) (3006 : Resolution to Amend the Master Fee Chart for Public Works and Planning and Development

13.a

13.a

-2-

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 8-08 the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for certain permits and approvals issued by the Department of Public Works and
authorized the Mayor and Council to enter into agreements that establish an alternate
schedule of fees for projects involving the entire City; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 17-02, the Mayor and Council established a
schedule of fees for the issuance of sediment control permits and stormwater
management permits by the Department of Public Works and for related plan review and
inspections; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 1-09, the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for zoning and development applications and permits and other related fees,
including but not limited to fees for street closing and abandonment, permit parking,
comprehensive transportation review (CTR) and oversized vehicle permit; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 18-91, the Mayor and Council established a fee
schedule for the licensing, registration and testing of dogs; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 20-79, the Mayor and Council established refuse
license fees; and
WHEREAS, during Fiscal Year 2011, the Mayor and Council (or City) engaged a
consultant to study the City’s user and regulatory fees and associated costs in order to
make recommendations so as to more fully recoup the costs associated with those fees;
and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 18-11 adopted June 20, 2011, the Mayor and
Council adopted a resolution revising, reorganizing and establishing various user and
regulatory fees; and
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WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 22-11, the Mayor and Council revise d the fee
schedule so as to clarify the application of certain fees established by Resolution No. 1811; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 5-13, the Mayor and Council revised the fee
schedule so as to revise and update certain fees; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 1(a)-14, the Mayor and Council revised the fee
schedule to provide a fee for inspections required pursuant to Chapter 5; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 19-14, the Mayor and Council revise d the fee
schedule to provide for water and sewer capital contribution charges, pursuant to Chapter
5, effective July 1, 2015; and
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 8-15, the Mayor and Council revised the fee
schedule to provide for fees established pursuant to Chapter 3 “Animal Control”; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council adopted Resolution No. 9-18 which revised
and updated certain permit and inspection fees established pursuant to Chapter 5 of the
City Code and revised and updated the water system and sewer system capacity analysis
fee established pursuant to Chapter 24 of the City Code; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council adopted Resolution No. 2-19 which
established certain fees pursuant to Chapter 21 of the City Code related to the installation
and maintenance of small wireless facilities located in the City right of way; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council adopted Resolution No. 9C-19 on June 3,
2019 which revised the fee schedule to establish a fee pursuant to Chapter 7.5 of the City
Code to accompany the filing of a petition for the C ity to enter into a Development
Rights and Responsibilities Agreement; and
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WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council wants to revise the Fee Schedule so as to
revise and update certain fees.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL
OF ROCKVILLE, that pursuant to Chapters 3 “Animal Control,” Chapter 5 “Buildings
and Building Regulations,” Chapter 7.5, “Development Rights and Responsibilities
Agreements,” Chapter 10 “Floodplain Management,” Chapter 10.5, “Forest and Tree
Preservation,” Chapter 12 “Licenses, Permits and Miscellaneous Business Regulations,”
Chapter 18 “Rental Facilities and Landlord Tenant Relations,” Chapter 19 “Sediment
Control and Stormwater Management,” Chapter 20 “Solid Waste,” Chapter 21 “Streets
and Public Improvements,” Chapter 23, “Traffic,” Chapter 24, “Water, Sewer and
Sewage Disposal,” Chapter 25 “Zoning” of the Rockville City Code, the following
schedule of fees is hereby adopted:

SECTION 1. Chapter 3 - Animal Control
Male and female – unaltered
Dog, cat or ferret
Male and female – altered
Dog, cat or ferret

$2.00 per month
1.00 per month

Owned by a Senior Citizen or
Handicapped individual or
Individual on public assistance:
Male and female unaltered
Dog, cat or ferret
Male and female altered
Dog, cat or ferret

$ 2.00 per month

Permit for chickens

$25.00 per year

0.50 per month

Late Fees:
Late fee:
(Late fees are charged in addition to the regular
registration fee or any other applicable fees).

$ 3.00
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Lost tag replacement (charged at any time):

$ 1.00

Potentially dangerous dog registration fee (charged at
Any time):
Potentially dangerous dog sign fee:
Off leash permit (valid for twelve months)

$10.00
$ 5.00
$ 5.00

Attachment 13.a: Fee Resolution (redline) (3006 : Resolution to Amend the Master Fee Chart for Public Works and Planning and Development
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SECTION 2. Chapter 5 - Buildings and Building Regulations
BUILDING RELATED FEES
A. Building Permit Fees
1. Residential: Single-Family Detached and Townhouses
a.

New Construction - $0.22 0.23 per square foot including basement, each
floor, garage, and roof.

b.

Alteration - $0.18 0.23 per square foot of affected area.

c.

Fire Repair - Nonstructural and limited structural (less than 10%) repair of
fire damaged dwellings - $0.18 0.23 per square foot of affected area.

d.

Minimum Permit Fee - $125.00 128.50

e.

Filing Fee - 25% of estimated building permit fee, unless otherwise noted.

f.

Filing Fee, Single Family Dwelling (SFD permits)-$250.00 per dwelling

fg.

Building Plan Scanning Fee: 2% of building permit fee. (Except fence
permits, $785.00 800.00 maximum)

h.

Solar panels (includes electrical work) - $237.25

i.

Alternative Compliance (Design Guidelines) - $350.00

2. Multi-family Residential, and all Non-residential
a.

New Construction - $0.24 0.25 per square foot including basement, each
floor, and roof.

b.

Alteration - $0.24 0.25 per square foot of affected area or 1.22% 1.25% of
the total construction costs as estimated by the Building Official,
whichever is greater

c.

Fire Code Review of plans when required: 11% 11.3% of building permit
fee, in addition to building permit fee, minimum $50.00 51.25

d.

Minimum Permit Fee - $150.00 154.00

e.

Filing Fee - 25% of estimated building permit fee
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Building Plan Scanning Fee: 2% of building permit fee. (Except fence
permits, $785.00 800.00 maximum)

3. Other Structures
a.

Structures subject to permit but not provided for herein - $0.24 0.25 per
square foot including basement, each floor and roof – Minimum fee
$125.00 154.00

b.

Fence - $37.00 38.00

c.

Swimming pool - $525.00
i. Residential inground and all commercial - $540.00
ii. Residential aboveground - $128.50

d.

Building Plan Scanning Fee: 2% of building permit fee. (Except fence
permits, $785.00 800.00 maximum)

4. Demolition – Existing Buildings
a.
b.
5.

If condemned by City and hearings have been held - $525.00 540.00 plus
$0.05 per cubic foot
If voluntarily demolished - $525.00 540.00

Miscellaneous (paid in addition to permit fees)
a.
b.
c.

Authorized request to commence commercial interior fit-up construction
prior to permit approval - $210.00 220.50 (quick start)
Foundation-only permit - $265.00 500.00
Demolition, Interior ONLY permit - $154.00

B. Fire Protection Permit Fees – The following fees apply to the installation of fire
protection systems and license inspections for fire safety. Unless otherwise provided a
$121.00 125.00 minimum fee applies.
1. Fire Alarm & Detection System:
a.
Fire alarm devices – More than 3 devices (with or without main control
panel): $18.00 18.50 per device
b.
Permit required for three (3) devices or less (Walk-thru permit) - $80.00
82.00
2. Gaseous Extinguishing System - $1.60 1.65 per pound
Includes controls, alarms, detection, etc.
3. Fire Sprinkler Systems and Standpipe Systems:
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Sprinkler, foam, combined standpipe and water mist systems, (10 or more
heads) - $5.25 5.40/ head ($121.00 125.00 min.)
New Standpipe (not combined with sprinkler system) - $210.00 215.50
per riser
Add new Fire Hose Valve to existing system - $52.50 54.00 per FHV
Permit required for nine (9) heads or less (Walk-thru permit) -–
$73.50 75.50

54. Fire Pump - $265.00 275.00 per pump (except limited service pump for NFPA
13D systems)
65. Smoke Control System - $525.00 540.00 per system
76. Wet or Dry Chemical Fire Suppression System:
a.

New or replacement system - $210.00 215.50 per system

87. License Inspection Fees:
a.
Family or Group Day Care - $52.50 54.00
b.
Nursery or Day Care Center - $105.00 108.00
c.
Board & Care, up to 16 residents - $105.00 108.00
d.
Board & Care, more than 16 residents - $210.00 215.50
e.
Private Educational - $210.00 215.50
f.
Fireworks/Pyrotechnics Inspection Fee:
i. 30 or more days’ notice (from the event): $420.00 430.50
ii. Less than 30 days’ notice (from the event): $525.00 540.00
g.
Other Licenses - $105.00 108.00
98. Investigation of working without a permit: $350.00 2,000.00
109. Issuance of a fire watch order in accordance with Chapter 9,
Section 9-14: $210.00 215.50
PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL PERMIT FEE SCHEDULE
A. Master Plumber's and Master Gasfitter's licenses
1.

$210.00 215.50 for 2 year license – prorated annually
NOTE: A plumber must be licensed in the City of Rockville to
secure a permit for plumbing work.

B. Plumbing and Gas Fees
1.
a. Through June 30, 2015, Capital Contribution charges for new services (based
on domestic water meter size):
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$4,100.00
$8,200.00
$13,200.00
$26,700.00
$41,200.00
$82,400.00
$131,800.00
$197,700.00

Sewer Contribution
$5,900.00
$11,800.00
$18,900.00
$37,900.00
$59,200.00
$118,400.00
$189,400.00
$284,100.00

*The minimum meter size for new residential and commercial construction is one (1) inch.
b. Beginning July 1, 2015, tThe Capital Contribution charges for new services (based on
domestic water meter size) is hereby established as follows:
Meter Size*

Water Capital
Contribution
Charge

Sewer Capital
Contribution
Charge

Total Capital
Contribution
Charge

1”
1 ½”
2”
3”
4”
6”

$4,100
$8,200
$13,200
$26,400
$41,200
$82,400

$7,600
$15,300
$24,400
$48,800
$76,300
$152,700

$11,700
$23,500
$37,600
$75,200
$117,500
$235,100

8”
$131,800
$244,200
$376,000
10”
$189,500
$351,100
$540,600
*The minimum meter size for new residential and commercial construction is 1-inch.

2. Water meter fees
Fees for water meters, water meter parts, remote readers, and maintenance costs shall be
established from time to time in writing by the City Manager.
3. Inspection fees
a.

Plumbing and gas fixtures - $58.00 59.50 for first, $12.50 16.00 for each
additional.

b.

Replacement - $58.00 59.50 for each water or sewer replacement on private
property.
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c.

Abandonment - $58.00 59.50 for each water or sewer cap on private property
(notify Water Dept. to retrieve their meter).

d.

Tap inspections - $100.00102.50 for each water, sewer or fire tap.

C. Mechanical Fees
1. Inspection fees (except multi-family apartments, condominiums and cooperatives)
a.

First mechanical unit – $58.00 59.50

b.

Each additional unit - $15.50 16.00.

2. Inspection fees for multi-family apartments, condominiums, and cooperatives, and other
similar multi-story buildings
Each dwelling/sleeping unit - $116.00 119.00
3. A unit of mechanical equipment is defined as follows:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.

Heating equipment - each 100,000 BTU or fraction thereof.
Cooling and refrigeration equipment - each 60,000 BTU or fraction thereof.
Ducts and diffusers - each 25 diffusers, registers and grilles or fraction thereof.
Fuel tanks - each 500 gallons of capacity or fraction thereof.
Wood stove/insert or prefab fireplace - each appliance.
Other equipment not specifically covered - each appliance.
Grease Ducts: Each 10 feet of ductwork or fraction thereof.

ELECTRICAL FEE SCHEDULE
A. Master Electrician's License
1.

$210.00 215.50 for a two year license (prorated annually)

B. Electrical Fees
1. Rough wiring – switches and receptacles
a. 1 to 25 outlets - $55.00 59.50
b. Each additional 25 outlets or fraction thereof - $15.50 16.00
2. Fixtures
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a.

1 to 25 fixtures - $55.00 59.50

b.

Each additional 25 fixtures or fraction thereof - $15.50 16.00

3. Heating, cooking equipment, cable heat and similar appliances.

4.

a.

Outlet for single unit of 30 kw or less - $45.00 46.25

b.

Each additional unit or outlet of 30 kw - $15.50 16.00

c.

Cable heat: first unit, $45.00 46.25; each additional unit $15.50 16.00

Central heating and air conditioning units, electric furnaces, motors, and welders.
a.

Each unit or group of 5 motors - $45.00 46.25

5. Service (meter equipment, feeders and sub-panels).

6.

a.

Not over 225 amp - $48.00 49.25

b.

Over 225 amp to 400 amp - $58.00 59.50

c.

Over 400 amp to 1000 amp - $90.00 92.25

d.

Over 1000 amp - $116.00 119.00

e.

Pole construction service - $48.00 49.25

Primary Transformers - Vaults, Enclosures & substations (each bank of transformers).
1 kw or 1 kva. = 1 hp
a.
Not over 200 kva - $48.00 49.25
b.

Over 200 to 500 kva - $58.00 59.50

c.

Over 500 kva - $84.00 86.25

7. Other equipment
a.

Signs - $45.00 46.25

b.

Smoke alarms and carbon monoxide alarms - $1.10 1.15 per alarm.

c.

Low voltage wiring - $45.00 46.25 first 25 units

d.

Low voltage wiring-each additional 25 units or fraction thereof - $15.50 16.00
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8. New construction
a.

Multi-family apartments, condominiums, and cooperatives, and other similar
multi-story buildings - $184.00 188.75 per dwelling/sleeping unit.

b.

Swimming pool – (for all electrical equipment including motors, switches,
lights, and receptacles for the pool only) - $126.00 129.25

9. Minimum Fee – (unless otherwise provided) - $55.00 59.50

OTHER FEES- APPLICABLE TO ALL PERMIT TYPES in this Section 2.
A.

Inspector Call Back - $105.00 110.00 (unless otherwise provided herein)

B.

Investigation of working without any required permit (unless otherwise provided
herein):
(i)
(ii)

Owner performing work on residential property - $175.00 2,000.00
For all others - $350.00 2,000.00

C. Permit/plan revision:
a.
Residential, per revision - $80.00 82.00
b.
Multi-Family/Commercial- 50% of original permit fee - $2,100.00
2,152.50 maximum
D. Inspections outside of normal business hours (8a.m.-5p.m. Monday thru Friday,
except holidays): $230.00 236.00 per inspection/per inspector. ($58.00 60.00 per hour or
fraction thereof in excess of 4 hours/per inspector)
E. Code Requirement Modification Request: $175.00 180.00 per request
F. Permit Extension Request: per project request
(i) for an unexpired permit: $60.00 61.50
(ii) for expired permits, within 12 months of date of
expiration: 50% of original permit fee or minimum permit cost or $61.50,
whichever is greater (maximum $2,152.50)
G. For all other inspections required by Chapter 5 for which an inspection fee has not
been specifically set forth herein: $105.00 108.00.

SECTION 2.5. CHAPTER 7.5 – DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND
RESPONSIBILITIES AGREEMENTS
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Petition for a Development Rights and Responsibilities Agreement:
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$5,000

SECTION 3. Chapter 10 - Floodplain Management
A. Floodplain study: $1,425.00 1,460.00
B. Application for floodplain variance: $600.00 615.00
G. Floodplain variance extension: $135.00 138.00

SECTION 4. Chapter 10.5 - Forest and Tree Preservation
Forest Stand Delineation
For single residential lot less
than five acres, including
single family residential lots
being subdivided where no
additional buildable lots are
being created:
All others:

$ 250.00
$1,000.00 plus $150.00 per acre or
fraction thereof

Forest Conservation Plan:
For Single family residential lot less
than five acres, including single
family residential lots being
subdivided up to 7 lots- where no additional
buildable lots are being createdper lot:
$ 280287.00
For all other sites:
$2,0002050.00 plus
$150154.00 per acre or fraction thereof

Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan:
Up to 2 acres:
Greater than 2 acres but less
than 5 acres;
Five acres or more:
Amended Forest Conservation P lan
For sites with a previously approved
FCP (applies only to minor amendments
as determined by City Forester)

$ 500513.00
$ 750769.00
$1,0001,025.00

$1,0001,025.00 plus $150154.00 per
acre or fraction thereof

Individual Tree Removal Permit
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$5.00 per tree – maximum fee of
$25.00

Resubmittal Fee
For third and all subsequent
submissions
when corrections are
required:

$500513.00

Site reinspections that do not
comply with Chapter 10.5
For third and all subsequent
inspections for
non-compliance:

$250256.00

Forestry Permit Fee
Single Family Residential Lots:
All others:
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$250256.00
$750769.00 plus $250256.00 per
acre
or fraction thereof

SECTION 5. Chapter 12 - Licenses, Permits and Miscellaneous
Business Regulations.
Pool or Billiard Table

$50.00 per year per table

Bowling Alleys

$50.00 per establishment per year

Amusement Machine and
Amusement Game Machine

$50.00 per machine per year

Pet Shops and Kennels

$80.00 per establishment per year

Public Event License
(a) For a block party

$ 25.00

(b) For a parade, or
other event which interferes with
the use, by the general public, of
a street, sidewalk or other public
way

$ 50.00

(c) for a marathon run

$ 80.00
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Hawkers and Peddlers

$200.00

Solicitors

$200.00

Distributing Pamphlets

$ 50.00

Carnivals
(a) Permit Application fee
(b) Daily Operation fee

$175.00
$100.00

SECTION 6. Chapter 18 - Rental Facilities and Landlord Tenant
Relations
1. Innkeepers' License fee - $20.00 per year per dwelling unit;
2. Multiple Unit Dwelling License fee - $100.00 per year per dwelling unit.
3. Single Unit Dwelling Rental a. license fee: $200.00 every two years per dwelling unit. This fee
includes the initial license inspection and one reinspection for code compliance.
b. Reinspection Fee: $50.00 for each additional reinspection required for
code compliance prior to license issuance.
4. Accessory Apartment (approved by special exception and meeting the
requirements of Chapter 25, the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Rockville). This fee
applies only when the accessory apartment is a rental unit:
a. License fee: $200.00 every two years. This fee includes the initial
license inspection and one reinspection for code compliance. Pursuant to Section 18-114,
of the Rockville City Code both the accessory apartment and the main structure to which
it is attached will be inspected.
b. Reinspection fee: $50.00 for each additional inspection required for
code compliance prior to license issuance.
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c. Certification fee: $30.00 for annual inspection of accessory apartment
and main dwelling, when neither unit is rented.
Where an approved accessory apartment exists in a single unit dwelling, it shall
be presumed that the portion of the dwelling not occupied by the owner of the property is
a rental unit and shall be licensed as such, unless the owner of the property either:
1. certifies in writing that the individuals residing, or to reside, in
the accessory apartment or main portion of the dwelling, as the case may be, are related
to the owner by blood, adoption or marriage; or
2. presents sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the portion of
the dwelling not occupied by the owner is not rented for any consideration whatsoever,
be it money or services.
5. Applications to renew a rental unit license submitted after the license
expiration date shall be subject to an additional $25.00 application fee.

SECTION 7. Chapter 19 - Sediment Control and Stormwater
Management
A. For single comprehensive sediment control or stormwater management permits
covering rough grading through fine grading (may include building construction)
supported by plans showing existing and final conditions of the development and all
associated sediment control and stormwater management measures:
(1)

Sediment Control Aspects
(a)

Preliminary Erosion and Sediment Control P lan Review
Fee: $100.00 103.00 each.

(b)

Sediment Control Application and Plan Review Fee, which
is based on amount of disturbed area, to be paid at the time
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cover the review of the sediment control aspects of the
Sediment Control P lan:
$0.03 0.031 per square foot of disturbed area. Minimum
$200.00 205.00
(c)

Permit/Inspection Stage – Sediment Control Permit (SCP)
Fee to be paid at the time a permit is issued and to cover
inspections of sediment control measures:
(i) For land disturbing activities: An amount equal to $0.05
0.051 per square foot. Minimum $250.00 256.00
(ii) Sediment Control Permit Extension: 10% of original
permit fee; $250.00 256.00 minimum

(2)

(d)

Technical revision to Sediment Control P lan and Permit
Revision (no increase in disturbed area) after Sediment
Control permit has been issued – $425.00 436.00 each

(e)

Sediment Control P lan resubmission review fee: (4th and
subsequent submissions): $450.00 461.00

Stormwater Management Aspects*
(a) SWM Concept Fee (based on the site area that is subject to
provision of stormwater management) to be paid at the time of
stormwater management concept application:
(i) SWM Pre-Application Fee:
a. Single family dwelling unit addition: $320.00
each
b. All other projects:
ia. Less than 2 acres: $1,000.00 1,025.00
iib. 2-5 acres: $2,400.00 2,460.00
iiic. Greater than 5 acres: $2,400.00
2,460.00 plus 100.00 $103.00 for each additional acre
or portion thereof. $4,400.00 4510.00 Maximum

(ii) Development SWM Concept Fee
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a. Single family dwelling unit or single family
dwelling addition: $480.00 each
b. All other projects:
ia. Less than 2 acres: $1,600.00 1,640.00
iib. 2-5 acres: $3,300.00 3,380.00
iiic. More than 5 acres: $3,300.00 3,380.00
plus $125.00128.00 for each additional acre
or portion thereof. $5,800.00 5,950.00
Maximum
(b) SWM Engineering Plan Review and Inspection Fee (i) SWM
Application and Plan Review fee to be paid at the time of
application for the permit and to cover the review and
administration of the stormwater management activities: Six
percent (6%) of the cost of the project as estimated by the City
Engineer – Minimum $250.00 256.00
(ii) SWM Permit Fee to be paid at the time the permit is
issued to cover the inspection of stormwater management
facilities: ten percent (10%) of the cost of the project as
estimated by the City Engineer - $250.00 256.00 minimum.
(iii) No SWM permit fee is required for permits that require
only monetary contribution payment.
(c) Stormwater Management Permit Revision: 16% of estimated cost of
work - $250.00 256.00 minimum
(d) Stormwater Management Permit Extension: 10% of original cost of
SWM Permit Fee - $250.00 256.00 minimum
(e) SWM Plan Resubmission Review Fee (4th and subsequent
submissions) $450.00 461.00

*Note that the SWM Concept Fee is in addition to any SWM
monetary contribution required to satisfy SWM alternative
monetary contribution
B. For a sediment control permit covering rough grading only: those fees
set forth in section A(1) above.
C. For a sediment control or stormwater management permit issued
subsequent to rough grading and covering fine grading (may include
utility/roadway installation and/or building construction):
(1) Sediment Control Aspects:
(a) 100% of the standard review fee set forth in section A(1)(a)
above, and, where no new disturbed area is proposed, 50% of
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above.
(b) 100% of the standard review and permit/inspection fees
set forth in Section A(1)(a) and (b) above will be charged for
any new disturbed area shown on the supporting plans.
(2) Stormwater Management Aspects: 100% of the standard fees
set forth in section A(2) above.

D. For a sediment control or stormwater management permit issued for
building construction only:
(1) Sediment Control Aspects (a) no additional plan review fee
(b) permit/inspection fee: $200 per house or building
(2) Stormwater Management Aspect - 100% of the standard
permit/inspection fee set forth in section A(2) above for any
stormwater management required for this permit for which a
permit/inspection fee has not previously been paid.
(3) Where residential lots are graded and sold to builders or other
developers for construction of houses, a new sediment control permit
shall be issued to each entity constructing the houses. The permit
shall be issued and fee charged for each permit regardless of whether
housing construction was included on plans supporting earlier
sediment control permits.

SECTION 8. Chapter 20 - “Solid Waste”
Refuse license fees:
Per truck:

$75.00
$25.00

SECTION 9. Chapter 21. “Streets and Public Improvements”
A. Public improvement Application and Plan Review Fee to be paid at the
time of application for the permit and to cover the review and
administration of the public improvements design within a public right
of way or easement: Five Percent (5%) of estimated cost of work;
$250.00 256.00 Minimum.
B. Permit/Inspection Stage – Public Works Permit (PWK) Fee to be paid
at the time the permit is issued for inspection of public improvement
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(10%) of the cost of the project as estimated by the City Engineer $250.00 256.00 minimum.

C. Right of way protection permit fee to be paid at the time the permit is
issued for the review and inspection of construction activity within a
public right of way or easement: $200.00 205.00

D. Utility P lan Review and Permit Fee:
(a) for utility installation as specified below ($270.00 277.00
minimum):
(i) Excavation in asphalt, concrete sidewalks and grass:
$5.25 5.38 per linear foot –
(ii) Boring asphalt, concrete sidewalks and grass: $5.00
5.13 per linear foot
(iii) Pole replacement or installation: $100.00 103.00
per pole
(iv) Installation of overhead wire or pulling cable through
existing conduit without excavation:: $0.09 0.092 per foot
(v)

Keyhole-excavation in asphalt or concrete sidewalks:
$25.00 25.63 per hole.
(b)Plan resubmission fee (3rd and subsequent submissions: $450.00
461.00
(c)Permit extension fee: 10% of original utility permit fee: $250.00
256.00
E. Public Improvement P lan revision and Permit revision (after permit
issued): Fifteen percent (15%) of estimated cost of new work- $250.00 256.00 minimum.

F. Permit extension: 10% of original PWK permit fee - $250.00 256.00
minimum.
G. Public Improvement Plan resubmission (starts with resubmission No.
4): $450.00 461.00
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H. Notwithstanding the fees set forth above in this SECTION 9, the
Mayor and Council may enter into agreements that provide for an alternate fee schedule
for projects involving the entire City.
I. Street Closing / Public Way Abandonment
a.

b.

Where street or other area to be
abandoned is located within a single
dwelling unit detached residential zone:

$ 500.00 513.00

Where street or other area to be abandoned
is located within any other zone:
$4,500.00 4,610.00

J. Application and Permit Fees for Installation of Small Wireless
Facilities in the Public Rights-of-Way:
a. Installation of up to five (5) small wireless
facilities (a collocation)
$500.00 513.00
Each additional small wireless facility
beyond five (5) per application
$100.00 103.00

b. Installation of a new pole to support
one or more small wireless facilities
(not a collocation)

$1,000.00 1,025.00

c. Annual right-of-way access fee for each small wire less
facility
$ 270.00 277.00
K. Fire Hydrant Flow Test Fee:

$650.00 each

SECTION 10 – Chapter 23 -Traffic
Parking Permit Fees:
$2.00 for every year or part thereof for which the permit is issued
Oversized vehicle permit:
a.
b.

Application
Permit

$150.00
$ 40.00
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SECTION 11 . Chapter 24 Water, Sewer and Sewage Disposal
a. Water and Sewer Authorization Application Fee:
$250.00
b. Water System Desk-top Hydraulic Analysis Review Fee: $550.00
c. Sewer System Desk-top Hydraulic Analysis Review Fee: $600.00

SECTION 12. Chapter 25 - Zoning
1. Local Map Amendment (Zoning) Applications :

a.

$2,250 plus $103.00 per acre
or part thereof, no limit

Where proposed rezoning is for a single dwelling unit detached residential
zone with a density of 4 units per acre or less:
$1,500.00 plus $100.00 per acre or part thereof.
No fee limit

b.

Where the proposed rezoning is for any other zone:
$3,000.00 plus $200.00 per acre or part thereof.
No fee limit

2. Text Amendment Applications :

$3,075.00

a.

Amend existing text:

$3,000.00

b.

Add new zone classification
or development procedure:

$6,000.00

3. Special Exception Applications*:



Minor Modification:

Half of the initial Special
Exception fee

Major Modification:

Same as the initial Special
Exception fee

Notification sign fee is required.
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TIER 1 Special Exception:

$3,000.00

Accessory Apartment
All others (listed below)
Swimming pool (non-accessory)
Home based business – major
Taxicab service
Charitable and philanthropic institutions
Veterinarian office
Bed and breakfast lodging
Child care center – 9 to 12 children

$ 500.00
$2,500.00

TIER 2 Special Exception

$5,000.00
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Adult Day Care
Personal living quarters
Pawnbroker
Child care center – more than 12 children
Group home – large
Housing for senior adults & persons with
disabilities
Life care facility
Nursing home
Outdoor recreational establishment, commercial,
except shooting gallery or range
Recreational establishment, indoor, commercial,
except shooting gallery or range
Restaurant in the I-L Zone
Shooting gallery or range
Sports facility, multi-purpose, indoor commercial
Private club
Animal hospital

TIER 3 Special Exception:

$10,000.005,000.00

Automobile filling station (Class I and II)
Educational institutions, private
Hospital
Hotel
Public utility buildings and structure
Restaurant
with drive-through
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Wireless communication freestanding ground mounted
antenna support structure
TIER 4 Special Exception

$15,000.005,000.00

Adult oriented establishments
4. Variance and Appeals Applications :
a. Properties improved with a single
dwelling unit detached, attached,
semi-detached, or a townhouse in which the
applicant resides:

$ 350.00359.00

b. All other properties:
c. Sign variance:

$2,500.002,565.00
$ 300.00

5. Site Plan (Level 1 and 2) / Amendment*:
a. Level 1

$2,500.00 2,565.00 plus
$20.00 20.50 for each 1,000
sq. ft. of GFA of
non-residential use or portion
thereof & $20.0020.50 for
each dwelling unit for
residential
uses

b. Level 2

$3,000.003075.00 plus
$20.00 20.50 for each 1,000
sq. ft. of GFA of nonresidential use or portion
thereof and $20.00 20.50
for each dwelling unit for
residential use

c. Amendments to any approved site plan
Major Amendment
Minor Amendment
(i) For mobile uses


Same as Site plan fee
$1,500.001,540.00
$ 300.00308.00

Notification sign fee is required.
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$ 300.00308.00

6. Project Plan/Amendment*
a. Project Plan Application

$10,000 10,250.00 plus
$110.00 per acre or part
thereof $20.00 for each 1,000
sq ft. of non-residential and
$20.50 for each dwelling unit

b. Modification of Project Plan Application
Major Amendment
fee
Minor Amendment

Same as initial application
$2,200.00 2,255.00

7. Preliminary Plan/Final Record Plat/Ownership Plat*
a. Preliminary Plan - All Zones:

b. Final Record Plat: recordation
of an existing single
unit detached residential lot

$2,000.00 2,255.00 plus
$50.00 51.25 per lot

$200.00 205.00

c. Final Record Plat - All others

$770.00 790.00 plus $50.00
51.50 per lot

d. Ownership Plat

$3,300.00 3,385.00 per plan
plus $110.00 113.00 per
Ownership lot

8. Annexation Petition

$1,500 per lot for Single
Family Residential Lots
$10,000.00 10,250.00 plus
$200.00 205.00 per acre, or
part thereof, no limit for all
others

9. Time Extensions

a. For single dwelling unit
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residential properties within a
residential zone

$50.00 51.25
b. For all other properties

$300.00 308.00

10. Sign Permits
a.

All signs:

$100.00

a. Non-illuminated signs

$1.75 per sq. ft.

b. Illuminated signs

$2.30 per sq. ft.

c. Freestanding signs

$58.00 plus other applicable
sign fees

d. Minimum fee for all signs

$90.00

e. Appeal to Sign Review Board:
(i) For sign modification or appeal
pertaining to a sign located
in a single dwelling unit
residential zone on property on
which the owner resides

$58.00

(ii) All others

$525.00

fb. Investigation of erection of a sign
without a permit:
In a single unit detached residential zone:
In all other zones:

$175.00 180.00
$350.00 358.75

11. Pre-Application meeting
Where required (non-refundable)

$500513.00

12. Non-Conforming alteration
a. For Chief of Planning review
b. For Planning Commission review

$1,500750.00
$3,0001,500.00

13. Administrative adjustment*

$1,500750.00



Notification sign fee is required
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14. Notification sign
a. Where written notification is
responsibility of the City
b. Where written notification is
responsibility of the applicant
STP (level 1 and 2),
PJT, SPX applications

$ 50.0051.25

$250.00 256.00

15. Historic District Certificate of Approval:
No charge.
16. Temporary Permit Fees:
a.

Fees for temporary permits under Chapter 25 of the Rockville City Code
$150154.00 per six (6) month permit period

b.

A cash bond in the amount of $1,000.00
shall be required before issuance of a
temporary permit described in 18.a.above, except
for Portable Storage Units, which require a cash
bond of $250.00.

17. Occupancy permit:
a. Single dwelling unit detached, attached
semi-detached, or townhouse
b. All other uses:

$105.00 108.00
$131.50 135.00 per 5,000
sq. ft. or fraction thereof

c. There shall be an additional fee of $100.00 102.50 for each
additional inspection required because of failure
to comply with the various ordinance requirements
before the occupancy.
d. Investigation of occupancy without
required permit:

$350.00358.75 plus permit

fee
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18. Other Fees:
a.

Comprehensive Transportation Review (CTR)
Scoping Application Fee
On site only (less than 30 peak hour trips)
Up to 5 intersections
6-10 intersections:
More than 10 intersections:

$ 200.00
$ 1,000.00
$ 2,000.00
$ 7,000.00
$20,000.00

b. Engineering Review and Inspection Fees
For all applications requiring performance guarantees
for private improvements: Supplemental fee, which
is based on the cost of the improvements as estimated by the
City Engineer
1. Private Improvement Application and Plan
Review Fee to be paid at the time of application
for the permit and to cover the review and
administration of the private improvements
design: Five percent (5%) of estimated
Cost of work: $250.00 minimum
2. Permit/Inspection Stage Permit Fee to be paid
at the time the permit is issued for inspection
of private improvement construction:
Ten percent (10%) of the cost of the project
as estimated by the City Engineer - $250 minimum

c.

Zoning compliance verification letter:

$300.00 308.00

For research involved in verifying compliance status of properties
within the City.

d.

Application Resubmission Fee:
For third and subsequent application submissions
of same plan to address review comments

$500.00 513.00

For resubmission of a Project Plan
Application (third and subsequent
resubmission of same Project Plan
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$2,000.00 2050.00

Zoning Ordinance Waiver Request

$ 500.00 513.00

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that there shall be no fee for a rental
license for a multiple unit dwelling or single unit dwelling which is owned and operated
by a non-profit organization or corporation or under any program financed by the United
States Department of Housing and Urban Development;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Manager may establish
regulations to provide for the reduction or waiver of the fees established herein;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that all fees shall be paid, including fees
applicable to all governmental agenc ies and non-profit entities, unless otherwise provided
by this Resolution, the City Manager, State, Federal or City law;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Manager is author ized to
establish fees for services not otherwise provided for by resolution; and
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of Recreation and Parks is
authorized to establish fees for Recreation and Parks facilities and programs; and
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the fees and charges established by
this resolution shall take effect upon adoption on September 1, 2021.

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

_______________________________
Sara Taylor-Ferrell, City Clerk/Director
Of Council Operations
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Current
Fees

New
2.5%
Total with proposed
fee
increase
2.5%

Notes

Section 2. Chapter 5 Building and Building regulations
Building Related Fees
A. Building Permit Fees
1. RESIDENTIAL
a. New Construction
b. Alteration
c. Fire Repair
d. Minimum permit fee
e. Filing fee
f.New Single Family Dwellings, per dwelling
g. Building plan scanning fee (% of bld permit, except fence)
h. Building plan scanning fee (maximum)
i. Solar panels (includes electrical work)

$0.22

$0.006

$0.23

$0.23
Raised to align with new construction for ease of
$0.23 use
Raised to align with new construction for ease of
$0.23 use
$128.50
No change
$250.00

$0.18

$0.005

$0.18

$0.18
$125.00
25.00%
$250.00
2.00%
$785.00

$0.005
$3.125
N/C

$0.18
$128.13
25.00%

N/C
$19.625

2.00%
$804.63

$0.24
$0.24
1.22%
11.00%
$150.00
25.00%
2.00%
$785.00

$0.006
$0.006
0.031%
0.275%
$3.750
N/C
N/C
$19.625

$0.25
$0.25
1.25%
11.28%
$153.75
25.00%
2.00%
$804.63

$0.25
$0.25
1.25%
11.30%
$154.00

$0.24

$0.006

$0.25

$0.25

j. Alternative Compliance (Design Guidelines)

$800.00
$237.25 New line added.
New fee to implement East Rockville and
$350.00 subsequent Design Guidelines

2. Multi-Family Residential, all Non-Residential
a. New Construction
b. Alteration (.25 or 1.25%)
b.1. Alteration (.25 or 1.25%)
c. Fire Code review (11.3% of Building permit fee)
d. Minimum permit fee
e. Filing fee
f. Building plan scanning fee (% of bld permit, except fence)
f. Building plan scanning fee (maximum)

$800.00

3. Other structures
a. Structures subject to permits (Minimum fee $154)
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b. fence
c. swimming pool
i. Residential inground and all commercial
ii. Residential aboveground
d. building plan scanning fee (% of building permit)
d. Building plan scanning fee (maximum)

$37.00

$0.925

$37.93

$38.00

$525.00
$525.00
2.00%
$785.00

$13.125
$13.125
N/C
$19.63

$538.13
$538.13
2.00%
$804.63

$540.00
$128.50 More realistic for above groud pool

$525.00
$525.00

$13.13
$13.13

$538.13
$538.13

$540.00
$540.00

$210.00
$265.00

$10.50
$13.25

$220.50
$278.25

$220.50
$500.00
$154.00 New line to be added

$121.00

$3.03

$124.03

$125.00

$18.00
$80.00
$1.60

$0.45
$2.00
$0.04

$18.45
$82.00
$1.64

$18.50
$82.00
$1.65

$5.25
$210.00
$52.50
$73.50
$265.00
$525.00

$0.13
$5.25
$1.31
$1.84
$6.63
$13.13

$5.38
$215.25
$53.81
$75.34
$271.63
$538.13

$5.40
$215.50
$54.00
$75.50
$275.00
$540.00

$210.00

$5.25

$215.25

$215.50

$52.50
$105.00
$105.00
$210.00

$1.31
$2.63
$2.63
$5.25

$53.81
$107.63
$107.63
$215.25

$54.00
$108.00
$108.00
$215.50

$800.00

4. Demolition- Existing Buildings
a. Condemned by City (500 plus .05 per cubic foot)
b. Voluntarily demolished

5. Miscellaneous (paid in addition to permit fee)
a. Authorized request…..Quick Start
b. Foundation only permit
c. Demolition, Interior ONLY permit

B. Fire Protection Permit Fees (minimum)
1. Fire Alarm & Detection systems
a. Fire Alarm devices (more than 3) per device
b. Walk-thru permit (3 devices or less)

2. Gaseous Extinguishing systems (per pound)
3. Fire Sprinkler Systems and Standpipe systems:
a. Sprinkler, foam, combined standpipe water mist syst. (per head,
10 or more) ($125 minimum)
b. New Standpipe (per riser)
c. Add new fire hose valve to existing system (per FHV)
d. Permit for 9 heads or less (walk-thru permit)
4. Fire Pump (except NFPA 13D system)
5. Smoke Control Systems (per system)

6. Wet or Dry Chemical Fire Suppression System
a. New or replacement system

7. License Inspection Fees:
a. Family or Group Day Care
b. Nursery or Day Care Center
c. Board & Care, up to 16 residents
d. Board & Care, more than 16 residents
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e. Private Educational
f. Fireworks/Pyrotechnics inspection fee
i. 30 or more days' notice (from the event)
ii. Less than 30 days' notice (from the event)
g. Other License

8. Investigation of working without a permit
9. Issuance of a fire watch, per Chap. 9, sec. 9-14

$210.00

$5.25

$420.00
$525.00
$105.00
$350.00
$210.00

$10.50
$13.13
$2.63
$8.75
$5.25

$210.00

$5.25

$215.25

$215.50

$430.50 $430.50
$538.13 $540.00
$107.63 $108.00
$358.75 $2,000.00
$215.25 $215.50

Plumbing & Mechanical Permit Fees
A. Master Plumber's and Gasfitter's license (2 years)
1. Two (2) year license- prorated annually

$215.25

$215.50

B. Plumbing and Gas Fees

1. Capital Contribution Fees
2. Water Meter Fees
3. Inspection Fees
a. Plumbing and Gas fixtures (first)
a. Plumbing and Gas fixtures (each additional)
b. Replacement- each Sewer or Water replacement
c. Abandonment- Each sewer or water cap
d. Tap Inspections (each water, sewer or fire tap)

Suggest to remove section 1a as the expiration
date has past and these fees are no longer
relevant.
No Changes
$58.00

$1.45

$59.45

$15.50
$58.00
$58.00
$100.00

$0.39
$1.45
$1.45
$2.50

$15.89
$59.45
$59.45
$102.50

$58.00
$15.50

$1.45
$0.39

$59.45
$15.89

$116.00

$2.90

$118.90

$59.50
This was listed on master fee schedule
$16.00 incorrectly at $12.50, change to 16.00
$59.50
$59.50
$102.50

C. Mechanical Fees
1. Inspection Fees (except Multi-Family Apartments, Condos &
Cooperatives)
a. First Mechanical Unit
b. Each additional unit
2. Multi-family apartments, condominiums, cooperatives and
other similar multi-story buildings (per dwelling/sleeping unit)
a. Each Dwelling/ sleeping Unit
3. A unit of mechanical ….( a-g)

$59.50
$16.00

$119.00 New structure for multi-family
No changes to unit definitions
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ELECTRICAL FEE SCHEDULE
A. Master Electrician's License
1. Two (2) year license- prorated annually

$210.00

$5.25

$215.25

$215.50

B. Electrical Fees
1. Rough wiring- switches and receptacles
a. 1-25 outlets
b. each additional 25 outlets or fraction thereof
2. Fixtures

$55.00
$15.50

$1.38
$0.39

$56.38
$15.89

Changed to align with PMB/MEC fees for ease of
$59.50 use.
$16.00

a. 1-25 fixtures
b. Each additional 25 fixture or fraction thereof
3. Heating, cooking equip. cable heat and similar appliances
a. Outlet for single unit of 30kw or less
b. Each additional unit or outlet of 30kw
c. Cable heat: first unit
c. Cable heat: each additional unit
4. Central heating and air conditioning units, electric furnaces,
motors & welders
a. Each unit or group of 5 motors
5. Services (meter equipment, feeders and sub-panels)
a. Not over 225 amp
b. Over 225 amp to 400 amp
c. Over 400 amp to 1000 amp
d. Over 1000 amp
e. Pole construction service
6. Primary Transformers- Vaults, Enclosures & substations
a. Not over 200 kva
b. Over 200kva to 500 kva
c. Over 500 kva
7. Other Equipment
a. Signs

$55.00
$15.50

$1.38
$0.39

$56.38
$15.89

Changed to align with PMB/MEC fees for ease of
$59.50 use.
$16.00

$45.00
$15.50
$45.00
$15.50

$1.13
$0.39
$1.13
$0.39

$46.13
$15.89
$46.13
$15.89

$46.25
$16.00
$46.25
$16.00

$45.00

$1.13

$46.13

$46.25

$48.00
$58.00
$90.00
$116.00
$48.00

$1.20
$1.45
$2.25
$2.90
$1.20

$49.20
$59.45
$92.25
$118.90
$49.20

$49.25
$59.50
$92.25
$119.00
$49.25

$48.00
$58.00
$84.00

$1.20
$1.45
$2.10

$49.20
$59.45
$86.10

$49.25
$59.50
$86.25

$45.00

$1.13

$46.13

$46.25
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b. Smoke alarms & carbon monoxide alarms (per alarm)
c. Low voltage wiring (first 25 fixtures/receptacles)
c. Low voltage wiring (each additional 25 or fraction thereof)
8. New Construction
a. Multi-family apartments, condominiums, cooperatives and
other similar multi-story buildings (per dwelling/sleeping unit)
b. Swimming Pool- (all electrical equipment including motors,
switches, lights, and receptacles for the pool only)
9. Minimum permit fee

$1.10
$45.00
$15.50

$0.03
$1.13
$0.39

$1.13
$46.13
$15.89

$1.15
$46.25
$16.00

$184.00

$4.60

$188.60

$188.75

$126.00
$55.00

$3.15
$1.38

$129.15
$56.38

$129.25
$59.50 Minimum to align with PMB & MEC minimum

$110.00

OTHER FEES- Applicable to all permit types in this section 2.
A. Inspector Callbacks
B. Investigation of working without any required permit
i. Owner performing work on a residential property
ii. For all others

$105.00

$2.63

$107.63

$175.00
$350.00

$4.38
$8.75

$179.38 $2,000.00
$358.75 $2,000.00

C. Permit/Plan revision:
a. Residential, per revision
b. Multi-family/Commercial- (% of original permit fee)
b. Multi-family/Commercial- (maximum fee)

D. Overtime Inspections: (per inspection/per inspector)
D. Overtime Insp. (per hour or fraction in excess of 4 hrs)
E. Code Requirement Modification request(per request)
F. Permit Extension request (per project request)
(i) for unexpired permits:
(ii) For expired permits, within 12 months of date of experation:
50% of orginal permit fee or minimum permit cost or $61.50,
whichever is greater (maximum $ 2,152.50)

G. For all other inspection required by Ch.5 not set forth

$80.00
50.00%
$2,100.00
$230.00
$58.00
$175.00
$60.00

$105.00

$2.00
$82.00
$82.00
1.25%
51.25%
50.00%
$52.50 $2,152.50 $2,152.50
$5.75 $235.75 $236.00
$1.45
$59.45
$60.00
$4.38 $179.38 $180.00
$1.50

$2.63

$61.50

$61.50

$2,152.50 Added maximum amount.
$107.63 $108.00

Section 12. Chapter 25- Zoning
17. Occupancy Permit:
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a. Single dwelling unit detached, attached, semi-detached or
townhouse (per dwelling or unit)
b. All other uses: (per 5,000 sq. feet or fraction thereof)
c. There shall be an additional fee for each additional inspection
required because of failure to comply with the various ordinance
requirements before the occupancy
d. Investigation of occupancy without required permit

$105.00
$131.50

$2.63
$3.29

$107.63
$134.79

$108.00
$135.00

$100.00
$350.00

$2.50
$8.75

$102.50
$358.75

$102.50
$358.75
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Items in red - wording/structure Change
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Planning and Development Services

April 2021 Draft

Current Fee

Recommendation

Discussion

Local Map Amendment Residentially Zoned

$1,500 + $100 / acre

Combine into one fee: $2,250 +
$103 per acre

Local Map Amendment - All Others
Text Amendment - Existing Text

$3,000 + $200 / acre
$3,000.00

There is no difference in processing
residential and all others. The
recommendation is based on other items with
similar processes.

$3,075.00

Text Amendment Application - New
Zone / Procedure

$6,000.00

$6,600.00

Fee Name

13.c

Zoning - Chapter 25

Special Exception Amendment Minor
Special Exception Amendment Major
Special Exception - Tier I (Accessory
Apartments)

Half of Initial Fee

No Change

Same as Initial Fee

No Change

$3,000.00

$500.00

Special Exception - Tier I (all others)

$3,000.00

$2,500.00

Special Exception - Tier 2

$5,000.00

Special Exception - Tier 3

$10,000.00

Special Exception - Tier 4

$15,000.00

Variance & Appeals Application Residential
Variance & Appeals Application Commercial
Sign Variance

No Change

Combine Tiers 2, 3 and 4 at $5,000

These contain no development activity and
require much less review.

Proposed fees are more in line with Level 2
site plans, which generally follow a similar
process.

$350.00

$359.00

2.5% Increase

$2,500.00

$2,565.00

2.5% Increase

$300.00

New Fee

Site Plan - Level 1

$2,500.00 plus $20 for each
1,000 sq. ft. of non-residential
and $20 for each dwelling unit

$2565 plus $20.50 for each 1,000
sq. ft. of non-residential and $20.50
for each dwelling unit

Site Plan - Level 2

$3,000.00 plus $20 for each
1,000 sq. ft. of non-residential
and $20 for each dwelling unit

$3075.00 plus $20.50 for each 1,000
sq. ft. of non-residential and $20.50
for each dwelling unit

Same as Site Plan
$1,500.00

No Change
$1,540.00

Site Plan - Major Amendment
Site Plan - Minor Amendment

Delete "New Zone/ Procedure" and combine
to a single fee with a 2.5% increase. No
difference in processing.

2.5% Increase
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2.5% Increase

Fee Name
Site Plan - Mobile Use
Site Plan - Renew Mobile Use
Project Plan Application

Planning and Development Services
Current Fee
$300.00
$300.00
$10,000; plus $110 per acre

Recommendation
$308.00
$308.00
$10,250; plus $20 for each 1,000 sq
ft. of nonresidential and $20.50 for
each dwelling unit

April 2021 Draft
Discussion

2.5% increase and a change to the add-on
portion of the fee to be consistent with site
plans.
If the project plan amendment process is
amended per FAST, then a reduced fee
should be considered reflective of the
reduced process.

Project Plan Modification - Major

Same as Initial Fee

No Change

Project Plan Modification - Minor

$2,200.00

$2,255.00

2.5% Increase

$2000 + $50 / lot

$2255 + $51.25 / lot

2.5% Increase

Preliminary Plan
Final Record Plat - Single Family
Final Record Plat - All Others
Final Record Plat - Ownership
Annexation Petition
Time Extensions - Single Dwelling
Unit
Time Extension - Others

$200.00
$770 + $50 / lot
$3,300 + $110 / lot
$10,000 plus $200 per acre

$51.25

$300.00

$308.00

$1.75 per Sq. Ft.

Sign Permit - Illuminated Sign

$2.20 per Sq. Ft.

Sign Permit - Freestanding Sign
Sign Permit - Minimum Fee

e. appeal to Sign Review Board

Pre-Application Meeting
Non-Conforming Alteration - Chief of
Planning

2.5% Increase
$205.00
2.5% Increase
$790 + $50 / lot
2.5% Increase
$3,385 + $113 / lot
$1,500 for Single Family Residential Reduced to be in line with surrounding cities
lots on a per lot basis; All others for single family, others 2.5% increase
$10,250 + $205 per acre

$50.00

Sign Permit - Non Illuminated

$100.00

$58 + $2.20 per Sq. Ft.
$90.00
(i) for sign modification or appeal
pertaning to a sign located in a
single dwelling unit residential
zone on property on which the
ower resides. (ii) all others
$500.00
$1,500.00

13.c

2.5% Increase

The majority of permits pay only the $90
minimum. The amount of work required is not
dependent on the square footage of the sign.
Proposing a slight increase beyond 2.5% to a
flat $100 to be simpler and in line with other
jurisdictions.

Sign Permit - Minimum Fee - $90.00 No longer necessary with flat fee.
e. appeal to Sign Review Board (i)
for sign modification or appeal
pertaning to a sign located in a
single dwelling unit residential zone
on property on which the ower
resides. (ii) all others
$513.00
$750.00

Replaced with Sign Variance

2.5% Increase
Reduced to be consistent with similar
processes
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Fee Name
Non-Conforming Alteration Planning Commission
Administrative Adjustment
Notification Signs - Site Plans,
Special Exceptions, Project Plans
Notification Signs - All Others
Temporary Uses
Other Fees - Zoning Compliance
Verification Letter
Other Fees - Application
Resubmission Fee - Third &
Subsequent
Other Fees - Application
Resubmission Fee - Project Plan
Third & Subsequent
Zoning Ordinance Waiver Request

Planning and Development Services

April 2021 Draft

13.c

Discussion

Current Fee

Recommendation

$3,000.00

$1,500.00

$1,500.00

$750.00

$250.00

$256.00

$50.00
$150.00

$51.25
$154.00

2.5% Increase

$300.00

$308.00

2.5% Increase

$500.00

$513.00
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2.5% Increase

2.5% Increase
$2,000.00

$2,050.00

$500.00

$513.00

$280.00

$287.00

$2000 + $150 per acre

$2050+$154 per acre

$500.00
$750.00
$1,000.00
$1,000 + $150 per acre
$5.00

$513.00
$769.00
$1,025.00
$1025 + $154 per acre
no change

$500.00

$513.00

$250.00

$256.00

$250.00
$750 + $250 per acre

$256.00
$769+$256 per acre

2.5% increase

FTPO Chapter 10.5
Forest Conservation Plan
Single Family lots less than 5-acres,
including single family lots being
subdivided up to seven (7) lots
where no additional buildable lots
are being created per lot
All others
Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan
Up to 2-acres
More than 2-acres, less than 5
5-acres or more
Amended Forest Conservation Plan
Individual Tree Removal Permit
Resubmittal Fee
3rd and subsequent
Site Reinspections
3rd and subsequent
Forestry Permit Fee
Single Family
All Others
2.5% increase

Other Change

2.5% increase

New Fee
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Fee Name

Annexation Petition

Local Map Amendment - Residentially
Zoned

Local Map Amendment - All Others
Text Amendment - Existing Text
Text Amendment Application - New
Zone / Procedure

Special Exception Application - Minor
Special Exception Application - Major
Special Exception - Tier I
Special Exception - Tier 2
Special Exception - Tier 3
Special Exception - Tier 4
Variance & Appeals Application Residential
Variance & Appeals Application Commercial

Site Plan - Level 1

Current Fee

$10,000 plus
$200 per acre

$1,500 + $100 /
acre

$3,000 + $200 /
acre
$3,000.00
$6,000.00

Frederick City

$4400 + $200 per acre

$4400 + $200 per acre

$4400 + $200 per acre

Frederick County

NA

$350.00

NA

Base Fee and Additional
Fee are based on
Zoning District. Range is
$2,290 + $20 per acre
from $725 (ag/rural) to
$18,150 (employment
zones)

PGPPC

NA

$5,000.00

Howard County

NA

$695 + $510 for each
additional night needed

10% of initial fee/
minimum of $540

1/2 of Initial Fee

25% to 50% of initial fee
$650.00
$868.00

$350.00

50% of Initial Fee /
Minimum of $270

$650.00

$1,600.00

No fee

Infill Residential Lot (1
or 2 units) $150; Minor
Residential
Development (≤5 units)
$500; Major Residential
Development (≥5 units)
$1,000 + $15/unit;
Nonresidential
Development $1,000 +
50/acre

$1100 for 2 acres or
less

$210 for administrative

$2,400 + $15 / adjacent
property owner

$2,400.00

Baed on specific use range is from $500 to
$15000

$590.00

Based on specific use $300 to $24,000

$2,500.00
$4,000.00
$5,500.00

$440.00

$200.00

$300.00

$250 SF & TH; 1,000
MF

$155.00

$3,300.00

$500.00

$500.00

$2,500.00

$310.00

$4,500

$1000 + $10 / lot

$500.00

$578.00
$2,500.00

Hagerstown

$695 + $510 for each
additional night needed

$4,400.00

$2,500.00 plus
$20 for each
1,000 sq. ft. of
non-residential
and $20 for each
dwelling unit

Gaithersburg

$2200 for greater than 2
acres

$5,000.00

$4,400.00

Half of Initial Fee
Same as Initial
Fee
$3,000.00
$5,000.00
$10,000.00
$15,000.00

MNCPPC

$590.00
Non MXD = $790 + $50
/ unit MXD = $7000 +
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Fee Name

Site Plan - Level 2

Site Plan - Major Amendment
Site Plan - Minor Amendment
Site Plan - Mobile Use
Site Plan - Renew Mobile Use

Project Plan Application

Project Plan Modification - Major
Project Plan Modification - Minor

Preliminary Plan

Final Record Plat - Single Family
Final Record Plat - All Others

Final Record Plat - Ownership

Current Fee
$3,000.00 plus
$20 for each
1,000 sq. ft. of
non-residential
and $20 for each
dwelling unit
Same as Site
Plan
$1,500.00
$300.00
$300.00
$10,000; Change
add-on fee to sq.
ft. and / or
dwelling untis.

Same as Initial
Fee
$2,200.00

$2000 + $50 / lot

$200.00
$770 + $50 / lot
$3,300 + $110 /
lot

Time Extensions - Single Dwelling Unit

$50.00

Time Extension - Others

$300.00

Sign Permit - Non Illuminated

$1.75 per Sq. Ft.

Sign Permit - Illuminated Sign

$2.30 per Sq. Ft.

Sign Permit - Freestanding Sign
Sign Permit - Minimum Fee

$58.00
$90.00

Pre-Application Meeting

$500.00

Non-Conforming Alteration - Chief of
Planning

Frederick City

Frederick County

2000 + $10 per unit /
$30 per 1000 s.f.

$2,304 + $10 for Lot or
DU (Residential);
$2,304 + $92 per
undisturbed acre
(Nonresidential)

MNCPPC

PGPPC

$5,500.00

$2000 +$30/acre

$1,000.00

Sam as Initial Fee

$800.00

$2,500.00
NA
NA

Range from $500 to
$2000

$4,500 + $75 / DU &
$.15 per square foot

$1,500.00

Sam as Initial Fee

$1,500.00

Sam as Initial Fee

$3700 + $20 per lot / $5
per acre

1-100 units = $2,500 +
$365 per DU; Greater
thatn 100 units = $100
per DU

$1000 + $25/lot

Range of $4,000 to
$6,000

$1000 to $2500 + Add
Ons

$200.00

$750.00

$800 + $10 per lot

$600 + $29 per lot

$150.00

$115.00

Gaithersburg
/ unit MXD = $7000 +
$10 / unit

Hagerstown

$1,000 + $15 / unit
(Residential); $1,000 +
$15 / acre (Non
Residential)

550 + $50 unit
$165.00

NA

3000 + $20 per unit /
$20 per acre

$3,000 + $7 per acre /
$29 per lot

Howard County

$1,000.00

$2000 + $25/lot

$1050 + $50 per Lot /
Parcel / Outlot

$1200 + $50 / lot
created

See Attached Fee
Schedule

$590 + $50 / lot created

$1.50 per sq ft, $50 min
$128.00

$127.00

$309.00

$1,350.00

$600.00

$3,000 Staff / $4000
Planning Board

$1.50 per sq ft, $50 min
plus $80

$250.00

$400.00

$790.00

$1,500.00
$650.00

$220.00

$1,000.00

$590.00
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Fee Name
Non-Conforming Alteration - Planning
Commission
Administrative Adjustment

Historic District Permit Application
Temporary Uses
Other Fees - Zoning Compliance
Verification Letter
Other Fees - Application
Resubmission Fee - Third &
Subsequent
Other Fees - Application
Resubmission Fee - Project Plan Third
& Subsequent
Notification Signs - Site Plans, Special
Exceptions, Project Plans
Notification Signs - All Others
Forest Stand Delineation

Current Fee

Frederick City
$650.00

Frederick County

MNCPPC
$220.00

PGPPC
$1,000.00

Howard County

Gaithersburg

Hagerstown
$590.00

$275.00

$50 (SFR) $100 (all
others)

$3,000.00

$150.00

$300.00
Fees are based on New
Construction v Rehab /
Addition
$650.00

$105.00

$300.00

$200.00

$115.00

$1,500.00

$0.00

$220.00

$300.00

$200.00

$468.00

$200.00

$100.00

$50.00

$50 per lot

$500.00

1/2 of Initial Fee

$2,000.00

1/2 of Initial Fee

$250.00
$50.00

$200.00
$30.00
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Public Works Development Fees
Proposed
Fee Name

(WSA)

Single Family Homes are
Exempt

Sediment Control
(SCP Permit)

Water and
Sewer
Authorization

SWM Concepts

SWM Concept - Pre-Application Fee

Fee Amount
<2 acres: $1,000
2-5 acres: $2,400
>5 acres: $2,400 plus $100 for each additional whole acre,
plus $100 for each additional fraction of an acre, Maximum
$4,400;
Single family home or single family home addition: $320

SWM Concept - Development Fee

<2 acres: $1,600
2 - 5 acres: $3,300
>5 acres: $3,300 plus $125 for each additional acre or
portion, Maximum $5,800;
Single family home or single family home
addition: $480

a. Water and Sewer Authorization Application Fee:
b. Water System Desk-top Hydraulic Analysis Review Fee:
c. Sewer System Desk-top Hydraulic Analysis Review Fee:

a. $250
b. $550
c. $600

Proposed Fee Amounts
<2 acres: $1,025
2-5 acres: $2,460
>5 acres: $2,460 plus $103.00 for each additional whole
acre, plus $103.00 for each additional fraction of an acre,
Maximum $4,510;
[Single family home or single family home addition: N/A,
fee to be removed]
<2 acres: $1,640
2 - 5 acres: $3,380.00
>5 acres: $3,380.00 plus $128 for each additional acre or
portion, Maximum $5,950;
[Single family home or single family home addition: N/A,
fee to be removed]

[No change]

Fire Hydrant Flow Test Fee
Preliminary Erosion and Sediment Control Plan Review Fee

$100 each

$650 each
$103.00 each

Sediment Control Application and Plan Review Fee

$0.03 per sq. ft. of disturbed area; Minimum $200

$0.031 per sq. ft. of disturbed area; Minimum $205

Sediment Control Permit (SCP) Fee
Sediment Control Plan and Permit Revision
(no increase in disturbed area) after SCP permit issued
Sediment Control Plan Resubmission Review Fee
(starts with 4th submission)

$0.05 per sq. ft. of disturbed area; Minimum $250

$0.051 per sq. ft. of disturbed area; Minimum $256

$425 each

$436 each

$450 each

$461 each

Sediment Control Permit (SCP) Extension Fee

10% of original SCP permit fee; Minimum $250

10% of original SCP permit fee; Minimum $256

Sediment Control Builder's Review and Permit Fee - Residential

$200 per house or building

$205 per house or building
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Floodplain
s
(FPV)

Monetary
Contribution in
lieu of on-site
SWM

Stormwater
Management
(SMP Permit)

Work in Public ROW
(PWK Permit)

Public Works Development Fees
Proposed
Fee Name
Public Improvement Application and Plan Review Fee
Public Improvement Permit (PWK) Fee
Public Improvement Plan and Permit Revision Fee
(after PWK permit issued)

Fee Amount
5% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $250
10% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $250

Proposed Fee Amounts
5% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $256
10% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $256

15% of estimated cost of new work; Minimum $250

15% of estimated cost of new work; Minimum $256

Public Improvement Plan Resubmission Review Fee
(starts with 4th submission)

$450 each

$461 each

Public Improvements Permit (PWK) Extension Fee
Right-of-Way Protection Permit Fee

10% of original PWK permit fee; Minimum $250
$200

10% of original PWK permit fee; Minimum $256
$205

SWM Application and Plan Review Fee

6% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $250

6% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $256

SWM Permit (SMP) Fee
SWM Plan and Permit Revision Fee
(after SMP permit issued)
SWM Plan Resubmission Review Fee
(starts with 4th submission)
SWM Permit (SMP) Extension Fee

10% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $250

10% of estimated cost of work; Minimum $256

16% of estimated cost of new work; Minimum $250

16% of estimated cost of new work; Minimum $256

$450 each

$461 each

10% of original SMP permit fee; Minimum $250

10% of original SMP permit fee; Minimum $256

Cpv - Channel Protection Volume

$20,000 per impervious acre

$20,500 per impervious acre

WQv - Water Quality Volume

$12,000 per impervious acre

$12,300 per impervious acre

Qp10 - 10 year Quantity Control

$20,000 per impervious acre

$20,500 per impervious acre

Floodplain Study Review Fee

$1,425

$1,460

Floodplain Variance Fee

$600

$615

Floodplain Variance Extension Fee

$135

$138
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Fee Name
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(asphalt, concrete, sidewalks and/or grass cut)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(pole replacement and/or installation)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(overhead wire installation and/or cable pull through existing conduit
without excavation)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(boring - asphalt, concrete and/or grass)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(keyhole excavation in asphalt and/or concrete)
Utility Permit Extension Fee
Utility Plan Review and Permit Resubmission Fee
(starts with 3rd submission)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee (5 or less facilities)
(Small Wireless Facitilies on an existing structure)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee (6 or more)
(Small Wireless Facitilies on an existing structure)
Utility Plan Review and Permit Fee
(Small Wireless Facitilies on a new structure)
Right of Way Access/Attachment Fee (yearly/per each facility)
(Small Wireless Facitily)

Fee Amount

Attachment 13.e: Public Works Fees (3006 : Resolution to Amend the Master Fee Chart for Public Works and Planning and Development

Traffic and
Transportation

Utility Permit (i.e. Pepco, Verizon) (UTL Permit)

Public Works Development Fees
Proposed
Proposed Fee Amounts

$5.25/lf; Minimum $270

$5.38/lf; Minimum $277

$100 per pole; Minimum $270

$103.00 per pole; Minimum $277

$0.09/lf; Minimum $270

$0.092/lf; Minimum $277

$5.00/lf.

$5.13/lf.

$25.00 per hole

$25.63 per hole

10% of original UTL Permit Fee; Minimum $250

10% of original UTL Permit Fee; Minimum $256

$450 each

$461 each

$500 each

$513.00 each

$100 each

$103.00 each

$1000 each

$1,025 each

$270 each

$277 each

Street Closing / Public Way Abandonment - Residential

$500

$513

Street Closing / Public Way Abandonment - All Other

$4,500

$4,610
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Adoption
Department: PW - Engineering
Responsible Staff: Sean Murphy

Subject
Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the Schedule of Stormwater Management Monetary
Contribution Fees

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council adopt the Resolution to revise the schedule of
Stormwater Management Monetary Contribution fees.

Discussion
Amendments to the Stormwater Management (SWM) Monetary Contribution fee resolution
(Attachment A) will increase the subject fee amounts in accompaniment with the proposed
increases to other development fees listed in the master fee resolution.
The SWM Monetary Contribution fee resolution was first established in September 1985 to
collect developer contributions for the City’s SWM program when it is determined to be in the
City’s best interest to approve on-site SWM alternatives. The SWM Monetary Contribution fee
schedule was last amended by Resolution #16-02 in response to the State of Maryland mandate
to incorporate revisions to State stormwater management requirements into local ordinance.
The City’s Stormwater Management Ordinance (Chapter 19) grants the Mayor and Council the
power to establish the SWM monetary contribution rate by resolution.
During FY 2020, staff prepared an across-the-board percentage increase in development and
permit fees for FY 2021, but did not propose implementation at the direction of the Mayor and
Council due to the pandemic. During the FY 2022 budget cycle, staff again reviewed all fees and
charges and proposes across-the-board/inflationary adjustments of 2.5 percent to various
development and permit fees, rounding as appropriate, for implementation in FY 2022. This will
also help to offset the cost of additional technology improvements, such as plan review and
permitting software. In the next few fiscal years, staff recommends funding a full consultant
analysis of fees and charges to evaluate areas, including cost recovery and benchmarking, to
surrounding communities.
A revision to the master fee resolution currently proposes a 2.5 percent increase to
development-related fees such as Zoning, Forest and Tree Preservation, Floodplains, Sediment
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Control, Traffic and Transportation, and Utility and Right-of-Way Permitting. The master fee
resolution also proposes increases to other Stormwater Management fees, such as for
application, review and permitting, that are established separately from the Monetary
Contribution fees. The proposed 2.5 percent increases to SWM Monetary Contribution rates
are provided. (Attachment B)

Mayor and Council History
The Stormwater Management Monetary Contribution fee amounts have not been revised since
September 2002. Potential fee changes for FY 2021 were prepared, but not pursued due to the
pandemic, at the direction of the Mayor and Council. They were then re-introduced and
included for discussion as part of the April 19th budget work session for consideration in the FY
2022 Budget.

Public Notification and Engagement
Staff will email proposed fees to all identified stakeholders, including developers, engineering
firms and land use attorneys, among others. Fees were a scheduled topic at the FAST
Stakeholder’s Forum on April 21.

Fiscal Impact
Stormwater Management Fund revenue adjustments for FY 2022 were included on the April
19th budget agenda report and equal $6,780 for increases in stormwater monetary contribution
rates.

Next Steps
If the Mayor and Council choose to adopt this resolution, the new fees will be implemented
starting on September 1, 2021. This implementation date provides staff sufficient time to
communicate new fee schedules to the public and to reprogram the City’s online systems.

Attachments
Attachment 14.a:
(PDF)
Attachment 14.b:

Attachment A_swm monetary contribution resolution 2021 amendments
Attachment B_SWM MC fees_2021 amendments

(PDF)
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Resolution

RESOLUTION:

To establish the rate and schedule of
monetary contributions for storm water
management pursuant to Chapter 19 of the
Rockville City Code

WHEREAS, Section 19-12 of Chapter 19 of the Rockville City Code, authorizes the
Mayor and Council of Rockville to establish by resolution the rate and schedule of monetary
contributions for stormwater management; and
WHEREAS, the purpose of the public stormwater management (SWM) program is to
help safeguard the natural resources of the City; and
WHEREAS, this SWM program is funded by developer contributions when it is
determined to be in the City’s best interest to accept contributions in lieu of certain on-site SWM
requirements; and
WHEREAS, contributions are based on the amount of imperviousness in the proposed
development, which affects the magnitude and quality of disruptive forces of stormwater runoff
on the receiving stream channels from the total site or any part thereof; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council adopted Resolution No. 16-02 on September 9, 2002
to provide for water quality measures and to adjust the rate to an amount sufficient to cover the
costs of the facility to be provided under the provisions of Chapter 19 of the Rockville City
Code; and
WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend the schedule of stormwater management
contributions established by Resolution No. 22-85, as amended by Resolution Nos. 4-86, 23-88,
and 16-02 so as to revise and adjust the rate of monetary contributions to the City in lieu of
providing on-site stormwater management to an amount sufficient to cover the costs of the
facility to be provided under the provisions of Chapter 19 of the Rockville City Code.

Attachment 14.a: Attachment A_swm monetary contribution resolution 2021 amendments (3634 : Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND, that the rate and formulas to be used to determine the monetary
contributions to be made to the City in lieu of providing on-site stormwater management is
hereby established as follows:
SCHEDULE OF STORM WATER MANAGEMENT CONTRIBUTIONS

(1)
The total amount of contribution shall be based on the following formulas for
three separate categories entitled (a) Quality Contributions; (b) Quantity Contributions; and (c)
Quality and Quantity Contributions.
(a)

Quality Contributions.

Where a monetary contribution in lieu of on-site stormwater management
water quality control (i.e., Water Quality Volume, including Recharge) is accepted, the following
formula will apply:
C = Ai x $12,000 12,300
(b)

Quantity Contributions.

1.
Where a monetary contribution in lieu of on-site stormwater
management quantity control for both Channel Protection Volume and Overbank Flood
Protection Volume is accepted, the following formula will apply:
C = Ai x $40,000 41,000
2.
Where a monetary contribution in lieu of on-site stormwater
management quantity control for only the Channel Protection Volume OR only the Overbank
Flood Protection Volume is accepted, the following formula will apply:
C = Ai x $20,000 20,500

(c)

Quality and Quantity Contributions.

Where a monetary contribution in lieu of on-site stormwater management
for both water quantity and water quality control is granted, the following formula will apply:
C = Ai x $52,000 53,300

Attachment 14.a: Attachment A_swm monetary contribution resolution 2021 amendments (3634 : Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the
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(d)
With respect to the sites involving more than one drainage area, the
appropriate formula will be applied to each drainage area.
C – Contribution in dollars
Ai – Number of acres of proposed impervious surfaces as specified in the City’s
Sediment Control and Stormwater Management Regulations rounded to the nearest
hundredth of an acre (including new and existing impervious areas) including one-half of
the widths of the adjacent rights of way up to 30 feet maximum of existing and planned
contiguous non-State streets and also State owned rights-of-way where storm water
management has not been, or will not be, provided.
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this resolution shall become effective on
September 1, 2021.

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

___________________________________
Sara Taylor-Ferrell, City Clerk/Director of
Council Operations

Attachment 14.a: Attachment A_swm monetary contribution resolution 2021 amendments (3634 : Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the
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Public Works Development Fees
Proposed
Monetary
Contribution in
lieu of on-site
SWM

Fee Name

Fee Amount

Proposed Fee Amounts

Cpv - Channel Protection Volume

$20,000 per impervious acre

$20,500 per impervious acre

WQv - Water Quality Volume

$12,000 per impervious acre

$12,300 per impervious acre

Qp10 - 10 year Quantity Control

$20,000 per impervious acre

$20,500 per impervious acre

Attachment 14.b: Attachment B_SWM MC fees_2021 amendments (3634 : Adoption of a Resolution to Revise the Schedule of Stormwater

14.b
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Work Session
Department: PDS - Comprehensive Planning
Responsible Staff: Clark Larson

Subject
Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session

Recommendation
Hold a work session to discuss Elements of the draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan,
review testimony received, and direct staff to make any changes.

Change in Law or Policy
If adopted by the Mayor and Council, the new Comprehensive Plan would change policies in
many topical and geographic areas of the city. The new plan would fully supersede the City’s
current 2002 Comprehensive Master Plan; neighborhood plans for Planning Areas 3
(Hungerford, New Mark Commons and Lynfield), 4 (West End and Woodley Gardens East-West)
and 12 (Tower Oaks); and the functional plans for Municipal Growth and Water Resources. It
would also supersede components of the more-recently adopted plans and plan amendments,
which would be adopted by reference with changes identified in the new plan.

Discussion
This agenda item is a work session for the Mayor and Council to continue discussing Elements
of the Planning Commission’s recommended draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan
(the draft Plan), review testimony submitted, and provide direction to staff on any desired
changes. Staff will be available to answer questions on and discuss any aspects of the draft Plan
that the Mayor and Council may have.
A link to the draft Plan can be found online at www.rockvillemd.gov/Rockville2040. That Web
page also includes background materials on the Rockville 2040 public engagement effort,
research materials related to Elements, the Planning Commission’s past work, and all testimony
submitted to the Mayor and Council and to the Planning Commission.
The Mayor and Council held the first of its two public hearings on the draft Plan on April 12th
and has also received written testimony. The Mayor and Council held its first work session on
April 19th, during which current and recent Planning Commissioners who worked on the draft
Plan participated in a joint discussion about plan background, process and key topic areas. The
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Mayor and Council also discussed the Vision and Principles contained in the introduction to the
draft Plan and touched upon questions related to the Land Use, Economic Development,
Housing, Historic Preservation, and Municipal Growth Elements. Topics within other Elements
were also raised, in such areas as Transportation, Community Facilities and Recreation and
Parks. At the conclusion of the discussion, the Mayor and Council invited Planning
Commissioners to participate in future work sessions (including on May 3rd), if available.
The Mayor and Council also requested that staff prepare a matrix of public testimony and
discussion topics that may help guide the Mayor and Council discussion. Attachment A includes
a list of the testimony received as of the date of this report, both written and oral (the latter
from the public hearing on April 12th); and Attachment B includes a list of issues raised by the
Mayor and Council at its meeting on April 19 and in emails sent to staff. Staff has provided
comments in Attachment B where responses were provided in emails. As review and discussion
of the testimony and Mayor and Council issues progresses, staff will update the matrices
accordingly. Staff also welcomes feedback from the Mayor and Council if any topic areas have
been missed and should be added to one of the matrices.
Based on discussion from the previous work session, staff suggests that this work session be
organized as outlined below:
•

Mayor and Council Discussion
Receive a brief overview, and hold a discussion on:
o The following Elements - Transportation, Recreation and Parks, Community
Facilities, Environment, and Water Resources. The discussion may include testimony
and questions raised previously by the Mayor and Council.
o If, within the time allotted for this agenda item, the Mayor and Council completes its
work related to the Elements listed above, staff recommends that the Mayor and
Council discuss pending issues related to Land Use, for which the most topics have
been raised. Attachments A and B may be used as a guide.

The Mayor and Council is, of course, welcome to raise any questions or comments it wishes on
the draft Plan during the work session.
For a summary of proposed agenda topics for each of the upcoming work sessions, please see
the schedule outlined in the Next Steps section at the end of this report. Please note that staff
has added June 21st as a date explicitly targeted for discussing planning areas, in response to
the Mayor and Council concern that too many planning areas had been scheduled for May 17th
and June 7th. Staff suggests distributing the planning areas over these three work sessions, with
each work session also available for additional Element topics, as time permits.
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Overview of the draft Comprehensive Plan
The draft Comprehensive Plan opens with an introduction to the contents of the document that
includes summaries about how to use the plan, the engagement process, State of Maryland
requirements for the Plan, city demographics, and descriptions of existing land uses. The
introduction also includes the overall guiding Vision and Principles for Rockville over the coming
decades.
Following the introduction, the draft Plan is organized into two sections: Elements and Planning
Areas. The first section contains policies and recommendations for topic areas, or ‘Elements’ as
described by the State of Maryland Land Use Article, that generally apply citywide. The second
section focuses on policies and recommendations specific to neighborhood-scale geographic
areas of the city, or Planning Areas, that are not described by State law, but are unique to the
City’s legacy of neighborhood-oriented planning policy. (The existing 2002 plan covers planning
areas in chapters 11 and 12, which are the last two chapters of the plan.)
Introduction: Vision and Principles
The Planning Commission carefully considered the wording and intention of the vision and
principles contained in the Introduction section. Together, they are intended to set the overall
tone of the Comprehensive Plan and to guide City decisions in the years to come.
At its meeting on April 19th, the Mayor and Council contemplated whether any revisions to the
Vision and Principles should be made. Comments were overall supportive of the Vision and
Principles as currently written and no specific changes were directed.
In addition to the vision and principles in the Introduction, each Element contains its own topical
vision and principles that pertain to specific policies and actions within that Element.
Elements
The Elements section is divided into ten (10) chapters. Each chapter begins with a big-picture
guiding vision statement followed by an introduction to the topic, a summary of community input
that was received on the Element during the plan development process, and a summary of highlevel goals for the Element. The Element chapter is then organized by those goals, with policies
and implementation actions included for each goal.
The Element chapters in the draft Comprehensive Plan are:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Land Use
Transportation
Recreation and Parks
Community Facilities
Environment
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6. Water Resources
7. Economic Development
8. Housing
9. Historic Preservation
10. Municipal Growth
A new Element that the Planning Commission has recommended is Economic Development,
bringing it to equal prominence as other components of the plan. Discussion of Rockville’s goals
for its economy in the 2002 plan was limited to pages 12-1 through 12-3.
As mentioned earlier in this report, staff recommends focusing this work session on the following
five (5) Elements of the draft Comprehensive Plan: Transportation, Recreation and Parks,
Community Facilities, Environment, and Water Resources. Time permitting, topics related to
Land Use could also be addressed.
Planning Areas
The Planning Areas section covers seventeen (17) districts that make up the entire city. For each
planning area, a summary is provided of its distinctive characteristics, key issues raised by the
community during the Rockville 2040 process, area-specific policies, recommended zoning
changes, recommended City projects, and topics identified for additional study. An exception to
this pattern is Planning Area 4, for which a new neighborhood plan was developed to replace the
out-of-date 1989 Planning Area 4 plan, and therefore, it has a different structure.
The planning areas (PA) of the draft Comprehensive Plan are:
PA 1 - Rockville Town Center
PA 2 - East Rockville
PA 3 - Hungerford, New Mark Commons and Lynfield
PA 4 - West End and Woodley Gardens East-West
PA 5 - Woodley Gardens and College Gardens
PA 6 - Lincoln Park
PA 7 - Montgomery College Area
PA 8 - Twinbrook and Twinbrook Forest
PA 9 - Rockville Pike
PA 10 - Montrose and North Farm
PA 11 - Woodmont
PA 12 - Tower Oaks
PA 13 - Potomac Woods, Orchard Ridge and Falls Ridge
PA 14 - Rockshire and Fallsmead
PA 15 - Fallsgrove and Research Boulevard
PA 16 - King Farm and Shady Grove
PA 17 - Southlawn and RedGate
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More discussion will be provided in preparation for these work sessions. The current proposed
schedule, as shown below under Next Steps, is for the discussion of Planning Areas 1-5 to be on
May 17th, Planning Areas 6-11 to be on June 7th, and Planning Areas 12-17 to be on June 21st. This
approach provides an amended schedule based on comments from the Mayor and Council that
the previous two-meeting schedule was not sufficient. Including a third meeting allows a focus on
fewer planning areas per session. The proposed schedule also attempts to balance the coverage
of planning areas as best as possible.

Mayor and Council History
The Mayor and Council held a public hearing on April 12, 2021 to receive testimony on the
Planning Commission’s recommended draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan. This
testimony is in addition to the written testimony received since the date that the Mayor and
Council released the Planning Commission’s recommended draft, on March 15, 2021. On April
12th, the Mayor and Council set a second public hearing date for June 14, 2021 and established
that the public record will remain open until June 18th. All testimony received, whether as part
of the public hearing or otherwise in writing, will be included as part of the public record and
considered by the Mayor and Council during their review of the draft Plan at their upcoming
work sessions.
The Mayor and Council held its first work session on the Planning Commission’s recommended
draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan on April 19, 2021. The work session was held
jointly with current and recent Planning Commissioners.

Public Notification and Engagement
Public engagement has been central to the Rockville 2040 process, as described in the Discussion
section, above, and in more detail in the Introduction chapter of the plan. Notification of
opportunities for formal input has occurred in several ways. In advance of the Planning
Commission public hearing for the Elements and Planning Areas sections, the draft Plan was
submitted to the Maryland State Clearinghouse for review on March 14, 2019 and March 9,
2020, respectively, exceeding State requirements of submitting draft plans for State comment
at least 60 days prior to a Planning Commission public hearing. Notification of the release of the
draft plan sections was also circulated to representatives of surrounding jurisdictions,
Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS), the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority
(WMATA), the Rockville Chamber of Commerce, and Rockville Economic Development, Inc. (REDI).
A Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Washington Post on May 2, 2019, as well.
Throughout the Rockville 2040 process, notification emails were sent to a dedicated listserv of
interested parties, as well as neighborhood and community organizations in Rockville, with
information regarding the ways in which to contribute to the development of the draft plan and to
provide testimony.
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In advance of the Mayor and Council public hearing on April 12th, additional public outreach
efforts to publicize the meeting and the ways to provide testimony during the open comment
period were conducted including: publishing details on the Rockville 2040 project webpage;
issuing a City press release; publishing articles in Rockville Reports; sending emails to the
dedicated Rockville 2040 listserv, neighborhood, civic and homeowners associations, residential
apartment community managers, and City boards and commissions liaisons; posting updates on
the City’s social media accounts, including Facebook, Twitter, and Nextdoor, and publishing two
public notices in the Washington Post. Planning and Development Services staff also attended
meetings with the City’s Traffic and Transportation Commission and Environment Commission to
update them on the Mayor and Council process, timeline and opportunities to provide additional
input.
After the Mayor and Council set the dates for the second public hearing (June 14th) and the close
of the public record (June 18th), public notifications were sent to the various forums listed above,
providing this new information. Additional notifications will be sent as those dates approach.

Boards and Commissions Review
In addition to the Planning Commission’s work to prepare the draft Comprehensive Plan, staff
sought input, during the initial development of the draft, from other City boards and
commissions. Staff attended their regular meetings, invited them to special meetings, and
invited them to participate in the various citywide forums for public input. Participating boards
and commissions include the Traffic and Transportation Commission, Environment Commission,
Historic District Commission, Human Services Advisory Commission, Senior Citizens
Commission, Bicycle Advisory Committee, Pedestrian Advocacy Committee, Recreation and
Parks Advisory Board, Rockville Economic Development Inc. (REDI), Rockville Housing
Enterprises, and the Asian Pacific-American Task Force.

Fiscal Impact
There is no direct fiscal impact in adopting the Planning Commission’s recommended draft of
the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan, yet the plan recommends many City projects, studies,
and regulatory updates that carry fiscal implications. These fiscal impacts are not analyzed in
the plan itself but will be discussed as they are considered for implementation.

Next Steps
The following is staff’s proposed schedule and agenda topics for the Mayor and Council’s
review, discussion, and consideration of adoption for the Planning Commission’s recommended
draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan. The schedule has been updated to incorporate
comments from the Mayor and Council to add an additional work session to discuss the
Planning Areas and any other topics that may arise. This schedule provides the Mayor and
Council with a framework to receive public input, hold work sessions and take action before the
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State-mandated deadline of 150 days after the Planning Commission’s transmittal of its draft.
That deadline date is August 7, 2021. All scheduled items are within the Mayor and Council’s
normal meetings.
1. March 15 through June 18, 2021 – Public Comment Period: Mayor and Council accepts
written public comments on the plan. The public record closes on June 18th, which is
the Friday following the June 14th second public hearing date.
2. Mondays, April 19, May 3, May 17, June 7 and June 21 – M&C Work Sessions: Mayor
and Council reviews testimony and discusses making changes. Staff recommends
discussing the following topics as outlined below:
a. April 19, Work Session #1 [Completed]:
i. Questions and Answers with Planning Commissioners.
ii. Discussion on Plan Vision and Principles and the following Plan Elements:
Land Use, Economic Development, Housing, Historic Preservation, and
Municipal Growth.
b. May 3, Work Session #2:
i. Discussion, including review of testimony, on the following Plan
Elements: Transportation, Recreation and Parks, Community Facilities,
Environment, and Water Resources.
ii. Time permitting, discussion on pending topics related to Land Use.
c. May 17, Work Session #3:
i. Brief staff overview on Planning Areas structure and general contents.
ii. Discussion on Planning Areas 1-5.
iii. Time permitting, discussion on pending items from Elements.
d. June 7, Work Session #4:
i. Discussion on Planning Areas 6-11.
ii. Time permitting, discussion on pending items from Elements.
e. June 21, Work Session #5:
i. Discussion on Planning areas 12-17.
ii. Discussion on testimony from the second public hearing (June 14).
iii. Discussion on any remaining items on the plan.
3. Monday, May 17 – M&C Meeting: As necessary, approve a Resolution to extend the
deadline for action on the recommended Comprehensive Plan update by 60 days (initial
90-day deadline ends June 8). Possible Consent Agenda item.
4. Monday, June 14 – M&C Meeting: Second public hearing.
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5. Monday, July 12 – M&C Meeting: Possible Introduction and Possible Adoption if the
Mayor and Council completes its review and discussion of the draft Plan. Layover period
requires adoption to occur at the following meeting unless layover is waived.
6. Monday, July 19 – M&C Meeting: Consideration of Comprehensive Plan adoption if not
decided at the previous meeting. (Note: The last possible scheduled meeting for the
Mayor and Council to act on the Comprehensive Plan is August 2. July 19 allows for this
potential extra meeting before the August 7 State deadline).

Attachments
Attachment 15.a:
Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council
(PDF)
Attachment 15.b:
Matrix of Mayor and Council Comments Related to Potential Plan
Revisions
(PDF)
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: Mayor and Council Review of Planning Commission Recommended Draft of the Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan
Complete Summary of Written and Oral Testimony, received between March 15 and April 22, 2021
Testimony
Source

Element(s)

Planning
Area(s)

Public
Hearing
Speaker

(Rockville
Resident)

Environment

Staff Recommendations

Suggests Rockville provide incentives for public, commercial, and residential buildings to be built or retrofitted to
coexist with nature (e.g., reduce bird collisions, green roofs). Provides a link to a YouTube video in the testimony that
offers specific ideas to reduce bird death from transparent building windows and glazing. Calls for specific mention of
‘green roofs’ in Policy 6 addition to ‘green building’. Provides a link to a YouTube video on green roofs.
Testimony pertains to property at 1460 and 1488 Rockville Pike (Shellhorn Pike Properties). Expresses satisfaction
with Planning Commission’s revisions to the plan per their earlier testimony requesting flexibility in the evaluation of a
proposed new road connection through the subject properties at the time of a development application. See
language on page 342, ‘Other Policy Recommendations’, ‘Transportation’. Urges the Mayor and Council to adopt the
language as recommended by the Planning Commission.

Kap Kapastin
2

Staff Comments

For Environment Element Goal 6, Policy 6, testimony would like to see the city lead the region on creating a biophilic
environment. Refers to commitments by nearby cities (e.g., Arlington and Richmond, VA, and Washington, D.C.) and
the website www.biophiliccities.org/partner-cities.

Monica Berger
1

Summary of Testimony

(General Counsel,
Shellhorn Rockville
LLC)

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

#

PA 9

Testimony expresses appreciation for Planning Commission retaining Cambridge Walk townhouse communities in
Planning Area 8 (instead of PA 9 as was proposed by initial draft) and the support for retaining the 5900 block of
Halpine Road for residential character.
Concern over recommended zoning on adjacent properties on 5900 block of Halpine Road (Focus Areas A8 and A9)
that could lead to “a serious degrading of our immediate neighborhood.”
Statement of Priorities from residents of Cambridge Walk I & II:
1) Future development should not impinge on the Tree Protection Area (TPA) located at the boundary of 5906
Halpine Rd and the Cambridge Walk II community. Any redevelopment of the property at 5906 Halpine Rd should be
located at a sufficient distance from the TPA so as not to negatively affect the health and viability of the resource.

Joe McClane
3

(President,
Cambridge Walk II
HOA)

PA 8

Yes
April 12

2) The scale, design, materials, and architecture of the 5900 block of Halpine Rd should be preserved and protected
in any future development. Facades of new buildings fronting onto Halpine Rd should be set back appropriately and
scaled to match the neighborhood’s “traditional” character and infrastructure. The property at 5946 Halpine Rd
should not be approved for multi-family dwellings until a future extension of Lewis Avenue is completed to provide
access to the property. The height and scale of buildings on the property at 5946 Halpine Rd should be appropriate
for the small lot size and should not exceed the height of the adjacent townhomes.
3) The City of Rockville should address the “serious lack of public amenities” in the areas adjacent to the 5900
Halpine Rd communities. Past requests for a ‘tot lot’, dog park, and trash receptacles in the immediate vicinity have
gone unanswered. Future development review for proposed developments in the vicinity of these communities
should study: (a) traffic impacts on Ardennes Ave, Halpine Rd, and adjacent roadways; (b) impacts on local
infrastructure and facilities; and (c) population impacts on schools. The city should also limit concentration of certain
housing types in the [Twinbrook] neighborhood to avoid economic and social segregation by better transitioning land
use character between “mega-blocks” of apartment buildings and single-family homes.
Testimony supports allowing the property at 5906 Halpine Road (Twinbrook Community Church) to redevelop into a
new multi-unit residential building. Cites several benefits of an expected proposed project.

John L. Bayles
4

5

(Pastor, Twinbrook
Community
Church)

Heather
Dlhopolsky
(Wire Gill LLP, on
behalf of Hines)

PA 8

Testimony is supportive of the draft Plan’s general vision and specific recommendations for the property at 1800 and
1818 Chapman Avenue and a portion of WMATA-owned property at 1700 Chapman Avenue.
Land Use,
Transportation,
Housing

PA 9

Specifically, the testimony supports the land use designation of OCRM (Office, Commercial and Residential Mix) for
the subject properties, Policy 10 and 11 of the Land Use Element, Policy 10, 15, 16, and 17 of the Transportation
Element, Policy 10 of the Housing Element, and a decision by the Planning Commission to relocate an asterisk on
the Land Use Policy Map that indicates the location of a proposed future park to a more general location rather than
directly on the subject properties.
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(Rockville
Resident)

Land Use

(Rockville
Resident)

Staff Recommendations

Recommends allowing even greater density and height near the Rockville Metro Station and more ambitious ‘missing
middle’ zoning in single family neighborhoods, both citywide and directly across from the Rockville Metro Station in
East Rockville, where the city should be pursuing zoning that allows for apartment buildings in current single-family
only zones.

PA 2

Chuck Woolery
7

Staff Comments

Testimony supports the plan’s move, “away from single use zoning” and embrace of mixed-use zoning, allowance for
greater density (particularly near transit stations), and the overall goal of enhancing walkability in the city.

Michael Dutka
6

Summary of Testimony

Yes

Environment

April 12

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

#

Testimony discusses definitions of “comprehensive” and “resilience” as it applies to federal, state, and local
government and the interrelatedness of human society.
Offers a draft resolution for consideration that encourages Rockville residents to voluntarily transform their yards to
foster and all-volunteer-run, city-wide network of wildlife corridors between Rockville’s 65 city parks.
Provides a link to view a 60-min. YouTube video featuring Doug Tallamy, author of the book, Bringing Nature Home.
Testimony commends the city for the draft plan’s focus on pedestrian and bicycle safety initiatives and increased
density near transit.

Ethan Goffman
8

(Rockville
Resident)

Land Use

PA 2

Expresses concern that proposed density around transit stations in the draft plan does not go far enough to
encourage public transit and walkable areas and offer adequate housing options for current and future residents,
particularly on the east side of the Rockville Metro Station.
Testimony supports the plan’s move, “away from single use zoning” and embrace of mixed-use zoning, allowance of
greater density near transit stations and the overall goal of enhancing walkability in the city.

9

Jonathan
Robinson
(Rockville
Resident)

Land Use

Suggests that the amount of allowed density and diversity of housing types should be increased near and in areas
where there is single-family zoning, such as near the Rockville Metro Station and in the Hungerford neighborhood,
ranging from Accessory Dwelling Units to small apartments. For instance, testimony states that apartments should
be allowed in current single-family-only zoned areas east of Rockville Metro Station.

PA 2

Would like to see more bicycle measures and protections in the plan.
Provides a link to an article from Greater Greater Washington that explains why he and his family left the 16 th Street
Heights neighborhood of D.C.
Testimony concurs with the draft plan’s land use designation of OCRM (Office, Commercial and Residential Mix) for
a 6.5-acre vacant site located at the southwest quadrant of West Gude Drive and Research Boulevard (Parcel 37).

Patricia Harris
10

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer, on behalf
of James Policaro
of Lerner
Enterprises)

Land Use

PA 15

Yes
April 12

Pleased that the Planning Commission’s recommended plan includes a revision previously requested via testimony
not to require retail uses along the property’s West Gude Drive frontage and northern portion of the Research
Boulevard frontage, but instead identifies the intersection as a “potential community node” that is recommended for
open space.
Testimony expresses general support for the Planning Commission’s recommended plan since it embraces a vision
for a “vibrant, multicultural, and socio-economically inclusive city.”
Especially supports Policy 3 and 4 of the Land Use Element and the plan’s attention to Rockville Town Center and
Twinbrook Metro Station and embrace of walking, biking, and transit as key to community health and sustainable
living.

Jane Lyons
11

(Coalition for
Smarter Growth)

Land Use

PA 2

Suggests that the plan should, “go further and think more ambitiously about allowing more types of housing in
neighborhoods that currently only allow single family homes,” especially across from the Rockville Metro Station in
East Rockville and at Rockshire Village Center.
Cautions against including language that would potentially lead to new highways and road widenings, such as
Policies 5, 7, and 8 of the Transportation Element, that, “could induce more driving and traffic and make streets less
safe for all users.”
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Testimony encourages Mayor and Council to approve the Planning Commission’s recommended draft
Comprehensive Plan, noting that TCA agrees with all recommendations for Twinbrook and Twinbrook Forest (PA 8).
The plan reflects the wishes of the community.

Mike Stein
12

(Twinbrook
Community
Association)

PA 8

Yes
April 12

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

Planning Area 8, Project 6 (pedestrian bridge crossing of CSX tracks north of Twinbrook Metro Station), remains a
top priority of the neighborhood.
Requests further traffic calming measures, including speed cameras, as a mandatory component of the
recommended opening of Lewis Avenue to Ardennes Avenue (through the WMATA-owned property), from Project 2.
Also requests that the city study other streets near Lewis Avenue to identify and implement traffic calming measures
to alleviate the impact of traffic on those streets.
Requests addition of signage to mark historic significance of Twinbrook neighborhood & others throughout the city.
Requests the addition of placemaking efforts in the community through neighborhood welcome signs at key entry
points and public art in the city projects section.
Requests investment and expansion of Rockcrest Community Center
Tyler Abrams
13

(Rockville
Resident)

Land Use

Patrick Reed
14

(Rockville
Resident)

Transportation

Testimony opposes the land use designation of Residential Attached at their property on Grandin Road, east of First
Street, and its recommended zoning changes (see Policy 14 of the Land Use Element and Focus Area A1 of Planning
Area 8) because of perceived threat to their street and the sense of neighborhood and community. States current
density and house/lot sizes should remain consistent from block to block. Testimony states that higher density dwellings
would bring additional traffic and cars moving at excessive speeds and is opposed to the proposed re-zoning.
Testimony does not support the recommendation for a study of potential vehicular capacity improvements on
Wootton Parkway as described in Policy 7.2 of the Transportation Element and a Transportation policy
recommendation for Planning Area 13 and 14. Explains that what some perceive as, “inconvenient congestion,” can
bring benefits to safer and more comfortable bike and pedestrian travel through and across the road. Any additional
turn lanes would increase crossing distances and time spent in roadway by bikes and pedestrians and would be
inconsistent with the city’s Vision Zero policy. Vehicle capacity enhancements may also induce greater vehicle
demand and resulting traffic volumes in the longer term.
Offers alternative language to the policies referenced above (see testimony).
Testimony requests more bike-friendly lights, walkways, paths, and access between the Carl Henn Millennium Trail
and Rock Creek Park.
Offers specific ideas for bike/pedestrian improvements:
•
•

Martine Palmiter
15

(Rockville
business owner
and nearby
resident)

•
Transportation

•
•
•
•
•

Add a ped/bike light crossing Maryland Route 28 (First St.) at Grandin Avenue that enhances the existing
unsignalized crosswalk.
Continue paved hiker-biker trail on north side of Route 28 (Norbeck Rd.) past Avery Road to connect with
Rock Creek Trail.
Consider use of a part of RedGate Park for a, “nice outside perimeter for bike access to other parts of
Rockville.”
Add a designated bikeway on Southlawn Road, from East Gude Dr. to Rock Creek Trail.
Provide more bike access on Route 28 between Avery Road and Norbeck Shopping Center, such as a
paved path on the north side.
Expand the use of bike signage throughout Rockville
Consider adding bike-safe lanes on Crabbs Branch Parkway approaching Redland Road.
Ensure that the plan considers the city’s diverse populations and acknowledges historically Black
communities, such as Lincoln Park and David Scull Apartments, as well as the Hispanic communities in
Twinbrook, through, “more money and resources for those communities in general---safety, housing,
groceries, etc.” Make sure that Rockville’s plans do not,” run out local small businesses but make it
affordable for the small businesses to stay and thrive.”
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Testimony supports the Planning Commission’s use of the term “significant” in reference to recommended gathering
space under the Land Use Policy Map heading of Focus Area A1 (Rockshire Village Center) for Planning Area 14.
Does not support the use of the “and/or” clause in this statement. Recommends that, “the language be specific as it
relates to all possible scenarios that are intended as an amenity.”

16

(Rockville
Resident)

PA 14

Yes
April 12

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

Randy Alton

Calls for concrete solutions to address the current use of parking spaces and “ADA concerns” from the Rockshire
HOA, Korean Presbyterian Church of Rockville, and Wootton High School campus prior to any zoning changes in
Focus Area A1. Offers related text edits to several sections of Planning Area 14 (see testimony)
Does not support changing the PRU (Planned Residential Unit) zoning for the property in Focus Area A1 since the
site is considered “the only land area where an amenity can be provided for this side of I-270,” by the 2018 Eureka
Study.
Recommends that the city should consider purchasing the property of the former Rockshire Village Center, “similar to
what was done for the Chestnut Lodge Property.”
Advocates for “date-driven decisions for [Planning Area 14] and for our City at-large,” specifically through the use of
‘evolving technology’ and a city-sponsored retail study of Rockshire Village Center
Testimony is opposed to land use designation of RA (Residential Attached) and its related recommended zoning
along the south side of Grandin Avenue (Focus Area A1 in Planning Area 8).

Aleks Flaks
17

(Rockville
Resident)

PA 8

Aleks Flaks
18

(Rockville
Resident)

[duplicate of Exhibit 17]
PA 8

Jessica Meade
19

(Rockville
Resident)

Concern that allowing multi-family dwellings in property designated RA would be “permanently set aside for renters,
would negatively impact the tight knit community,” and would boost the percent of transient residents in the
neighborhood. Expresses concern that, “the profitability of RA housing will incentivize developers to buy and
demolish existing houses,” and would, “further destroy the tight knit community, aesthetics, and the feel of this
neighborhood.” Believes rezoning will, “significantly impact our already overcrowded street parking, … significantly
increase traffic on our narrow street and make it more dangerous, … and will ultimately hurt the value of our
home/property.”

PA 8

Testimony expresses support for the overall plans for the Twinbrook neighborhood yet is concerned by the potential
for overflow traffic from Veirs Mill Road into surrounding neighborhoods due to the plan to eliminate a lane from Veirs
Mill Road. Believes that a “great deal of traffic” from westbound Veirs Mill Road diverts onto Woodburn and Grandin
Avenue to avoid the intersection of Viers Mill Road and First Street (despite a sign prohibiting such movements).
Concern for safety of residents, children, and parked cars on Grandin Avenue.
Recommends a plan for traffic overflow from Veirs Mill Road on neighborhood streets, such as speed bumps or oneway-only streets.
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Testimony supports adoption of the draft plan, yet states that the city’s master plan and zoning code, “still frequently
evoke a much more homogenous city, made for car-owning, middle-class white nuclear families in single-family
homes,” than is the city’s actual diversity, “be it racially/ethnically, in terms of renter/homeowner occupancy, housing
arrangements and household sizes, or age.”

Leo Wagner
20

(Rockville
Resident and
Rockville High
School alum)

Land Use,
Transportation

PA 2,8

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

Supports the draft plan’s priorities for, “a more sustainable, equitable model of growth, centered around the city’s
transit corridors and welcoming new types of housing.” Particularly supports allowance for “missing middle” housing
along the Veirs Mill Road corridor and portions of East Rockville. Would like to see more residential density allowed
on Stonestreet Avenue corridor and along North Horners Lane, north to Crabb Avenue.
Recommends consideration of anti-displacement measures, particularly in neighborhoods with, “many ‘informal
SROs’ [Single Room Occupancy units], or houses rented by a contingent of unrelated individuals (like East Rockville)
due to a dearth of multifamily and affordable housing in the region.”
Expresses disappointment by the “continued preservation of exclusionary zoning in the West End,” and, “exclusive
single-family zoning,” while higher residential density is recommended in the eastern half of the city. Calls for the RA
(Residential Attached) land use designation on the West Montgomery Avenue corridor and the blocks bounded by
Van Buren Street, West Jefferson Street, and Beall Avenue.
Recommends stronger transportation measures, such as the opening of streets connecting neighborhoods with
accompanying traffic calming measures, wider sidewalks, painted parking lanes, roadway redesign consistent with
Vision Zero principles, and prioritized transit infrastructure, particularly along Baltimore Road, between South
Stonestreet Avenue to First Street (MD 28).
Testimony supports the draft plan’s “aims of placing greater residential density adjacent to our Metro stations and
transit corridors like Rockville Pike and Viers Mill Road.”
Would like to see more walkable amenities and destinations in the Twinbrook neighborhood as recommended in
Policy Actions 14.1 and 15.2 of the Land Use Element.

Vincent Russo
21

(Rockville
Resident)

PA 8

Encourages the plan to recommend, “straightening of Edmonston Drive so that it intersects Veirs Mill Road at a
single location instead of the current two.” Cites benefits of enhancement of pedestrian convenience and safety,
better traffic flow, and support of a new community node.
Recommends that the plan allow for opening Hillcrest Park to Veirs Mill Road to, “provide an aesthetically pleasing
entrée into the neighborhood and promote utilization of this park.”
Supports greater housing density along Veirs Mill Road corridor as proposed by the RA (Residential Attached) land
use designation in Focus Area A1 and mix of commercial and residential in Focus Areas A2 and A3 in Planning Area
8 to, “help preserve the predominant character of Twinbrook as an affordable single-family home neighborhood by
reducing the pressure for turning the existing single-family homes into boarding houses.”

William Kominers
22

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer on behalf
of Twinbrook
Shopping Center
Joint Venture)

PA 8

Supports the caveats in City Projects 1 and 5 of Planning Area 8 that recognize the need to assess impacts on the
property’s access and functionality at a time when the projects are considered and/or implemented.
Testimony supports the plan recommendations and Land Use Policy Map designations as they relate to the
properties within the Tower Oaks Comprehensive Planned Development, a subarea of Planning Area 12.

William Kominers
23

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer on behalf
of Tower-Dawson
LLC)

PA 12

William Kominers
24

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer on behalf
of the property
owner of 5946
Halpine Road)

Testimony is supportive of the land use designation of CRM (Commercial and Residential Mix) for the properties at
1920 and 2000 Veirs Mill Road (a.k.a. Twinbrook Shopping Center), though cautions that the plan should not
prevent, “incremental and ongoing upgrades for the Shopping Center, including maintenance, enhancements, retenanting, etc.”

PA 8

Testimony supports the plan’s designation of Residential Attached (RA) for the property at 5946 Halpine Road, but
would prefer a designation included in an earlier draft of the plan, Residential Flexible (RF), that would allow for
greater residential density and a small-scale commercial component.
Requests that the zoning recommendation for the subject property allow for the inclusion of, “a limited amount of
ground-floor retail in a residential development.” Testimony offers specific zoning standards that could apply to a new
zoning classification that could be applied to the property.
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Nancy McIntyre
25

(Rockville
Resident)

Transportation

(Rockville
Resident)

Staff Comments

Staff Recommendations

Testimony also discusses historical context for the swim club property for context of the importance of the property to
remain for use as a community amenity.
Testimony recommends a news article that discusses a component of President Biden’s proposed American Jobs
Act that seeks to reduce housing segregation and its contribution to inequality in the United States through a
competitive grant program that would push jurisdictions to eliminate “exclusionary zoning and harmful land use
policies,” by voluntarily abandoning minimum lot sizes, mandatory parking requirements, and prohibitions on multifamily housing.

Michael Dutka
27

Staff Recommendations

Testimony requests text changes for Focus Area A1 of Planning Area 5 (Woodley Gardens) that would encourage
continued use of the Woodley Gardens Swim Club property (850 Nelson Street) as an institutional use and delete a
second option that would encourage a residential use. Also recommends other language revisions to support the
changed reference above.

PA 5

(Rockville
Resident)

Staff Comments

Testimony requests that the plan recommend installation of more benches to support a more walkable city and
accommodate older residents and visitors, both in commercial areas and residential areas.

Ken Hoffman
26

Summary of Testimony

Land Use

Testimony supports land use designation of OCRM (Office, Commercial and Residential Mix) and recommended
zoning for the properties at 255 Rockville Pike and 41 Maryland Avenue. Also supports Focus Area A2 and City
Projects 2 and 3 of Planning Area 1.
Requests that the plan allow for and encourage flexibility in the allowable uses and building redevelopment of 255
Rockville, “so that the property can respond to market forces,” in the short-term and long-term. Suggests that the city
should support ‘interim uses’ for the property until such time as a final redevelopment concept can be accomplished
and supported by prospective tenants.

William Kominers
28

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer on behalf
of Eldridge, Inc.)

Supports recommendations of Project 6 of Planning Area 1 as it relates to the property at 41 Maryland Avenue (‘Lot
4’), but requests that it should not be a constraint to short-term uses.
Supports Policies 23 and 26 of the Land Use Element as supporting of amending existing approved Planned
Developments and consideration of the potential to reduce minimum parking requirements in the city, respectively.

Oral Testimony not provided as Written Testimony
#

A

B

Testimony
Source
Alexandra Dace
Denito
(President, Lincoln
Park Civic Assoc)
Andrew McGeorge
(Hines)

Element(s)

Planning
Area(s)

Public
Hearing
Date

General

PA 2

April 12

Supports the Plan. Referring to the proposed RMD-Infill zone, suggested that the plan should recommend relaxing
parking standards for properties near metro stations and should include more areas that require parking permits.
Smaller unit homes should be allowed to accommodate people of different incomes. Industrial properties should be
banned within 1 mile of residential properties.

Land Use

PA 9

April 12

Spoke about properties at 1800 and 1818 Chapman Avenue. Directly adjacent to Twinbrook Metro Station. Fully
supportive of goals of metro station area in plan. Likes Policy 10. Supports OCRM land use.

April 12

On behalf of Federal Realty, regarding the property at 12 N. Washington Street - Supports recommended heights of
75 feet stepping down to 45 feet on west side of N. Washington Street. Additional housing in Town Center is needed
to support retail. Wants a change to the road code: Proposes language that road code should be applied flexibly.
Note about Congressional Plaza – Most is zoned MXCD, but the very western portion of the parking lot near E.
Jefferson is zoned MXCT. Recently found that the split zoning cuts through one of the buildings. Requests minor
adjustment to zoning line so that it doesn’t slice through the building.

April 12

Represents Pulte Homes, the contract purchaser of Twinbrook Community Church (5946 Halpine Rd). Seeks to
build multi-unit residential project. Planning Commission limited max. heights for 5946 Halpine Road to 50 feet, down
from 65 feet from staff draft. Now recommends 60 feet, to allow smart growth development. Furthers policies about
adding additional housing near Metro. Product type is geared toward empty nesters, limiting concern about pressure
on schools and additional vehicles.

Patricia Harris
C

(Lerch, Early &
Brewer on behalf
of owner at 12 N.
Washington St.)

PA 1

Patricia Harris
D

(Lerch, Early, &
Brewer on behalf
of Pulte Homes)

Summary of Testimony

PA 8
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James Policaro
E

PA 15

(Lerner
Enterprises)

April 12

Supports draft plan not requiring retail for frontage of property at SW corner of W. Gude Dr. and Research Blvd.
Recommends Research and Gude Dr as a potential community node. Recommends open space at the location, as
draft suggests.

April 12

Fully supports the Planning Area 4 (West End and Woodley Gardens East-West) section. Provided background on
the preparation of the updated neighborhood plan and input provided. Expressed support for the neighborhood plan
with one outstanding concern: rapidly changing neighborhood, particularly existing homes being torn down and
replaced with much larger buildings. Need zoning revisions as soon as possible, including design guidelines, to
implement the plan.

Brian Shipley
F

(President, West
End Citizens
Assoc [WECA])

PA 4

Patrick Woodward
G

(Rockville
Resident, WECA)

Land Use

April 12

Noreen Bryan
H

PA 1

(Rockville
Resident, WECA)

J

(Rockville
Resident)

Transportation

Jake Jakubek

Land Use,
Housing,
Transportation

(Rockville
Resident)

April 12

April 12

Resident of Rockville for over 27 years. 2040 plan provides a framework for a bicycling city. Encourages the city to
give attention to bike equity. Suggests the city incorporate a bike stress assessment program for city streets, similar
to Montgomery County’s program.

April 12

Generally in agreement with goals/policies of plan. Fundamentally in agreement with Land Use element.
Recommends allowing missing middle housing on existing lots, especially near transit. Seeks a city that is safe and
comfortable to walk, ride a bike, and take transit. Bicycling should be safe for all riders, from 8 to 80. Wants more
protected bike infrastructure. BRT should be in dedicated lanes.

Deborah Landau
K

(President, East
Rockville Civic
Assoc)

PA 2

April 12

L

PA 1

(Rockville
Resident)

April 12

Martine Palmiter
M

(Rockville
Business Owner)

N

Nancy Pickard

Staff Recommendations

Much support for the plan from those in East Rockville. City has been extremely responsive. Seeks a well-designed
and walkable Rockville. ERCA is having trouble keeping people engaged given the length of the planning process.
Proposes adopting the plan as soon as possible.

Concerned about Town Center planning area, Focus Area A1. (pg. 10) New development on west side of N.
Washington Street. Warrants special attention. Deserves carefully balanced approach. These blocks provide
physical evidence of the beginnings of Rockville. Key historic properties in this area. Need to recognize how
redevelopment plans in this area would impact the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. Listed many
of the oldest historic properties in Rockville.

Eileen McGuckian

Staff Comments

Requests remove policy language permitting freestanding ADUs throughout the city. Would like to have it addressed
by individual neighborhood, not citywide

Opposes increasing maximum allowable height on west side of N. Washington St. to 75 feet [Staff: due to
recommended change in zoning from MXT to MXCD]. Town Center is very important to West-Enders. Wants
rowhouses in Focus Area A1, not buildings up to 75 feet.

Linda Honburg
I

Summary of Testimony

Attachment 15.a: Matrix of Testimony to the Mayor and Council (3492 : Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session)

#

Transportation

PA 17

April 12

Owns bike shop on Taft Street. Wants to ensure connections between City and County facilities. Better trail needed
around RedGate. Need more trails around Southlawn Lane, north of E. Gude Dr. Need a bike connection along
Norbeck between Avery and E. Gude Dr.; after Avery, it stops.

Land Use

PA 1

April 12

Opposed to ADUs on every lot – Action 2.3. Should be allowed by neighborhood. Concerned about increased
building height along N. Washington St.
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#

Mayor/Member

Element(s)

Planning
Area(s)
PA 15

1

Ashton
PA 16

Source

Summary of Mayor and Council Comment/Question

April 19
Work Session

May need more input from King Farm and Fallsgrove concerning language about reserved school
sites in their neighborhoods

Email to staff

Be careful of the use of the term “neighborhood schools” as it has been associated with negative
connotations—particularly in the most recent school board election. (Reference – the narrative
within Policy 6 of the Community Facilities Element)

Staff Comments

Staff appreciates this comment and would welcome suggested language for a revision. An
option could be to amend the language from “system of neighborhood schools” to “a system of
supporting schools.”

2

Myles

Community
Facilities

3

Ashton

Economic
Development

April 19
Work Session

Economic Development Element should talk more about the need for business marketing and
service provision, in addition to redevelopment and density, in seeking a stronger local economy.

4

Myles

Economic
Development

Email to staff

Booz Allen is no longer in Rockville

Staff will update the text accordingly in the final document.

Email to staff

Consider incentivizing new office/retail buildings to get LEED certification (via tax rebates or other
such mechanisms)

The City’s building code currently includes a Green Building component, meaning that there
are a significant number of such requirements. These requirements are not as comprehensive
as LEED certification, though LEED is offered as an alternative compliance mechanism within
Rockville’s code. The Mayor and Council may wish to revise the Plan to add what is being
suggested, which would be incentives for LEED certification. Policy 3 of the Environment
Element, on p. 128 of the document, has a set of actions that are intended to implement these
goals. An amended or additional Action could achieve this purpose.

April 19
Work Session

Commented on COVID-19 pandemic and the potential short- and long-term impacts. Suggestion to
potentially acknowledge in a cover letter or addendum to the plan the realities of new conditions
and the related need for plan flexibility, including on such matters as traffic and the markets for
retail, office and housing.

Email to staff

How well did the city follow the 2002 masterplan? Background on Planning Areas/Neighborhood
Plan preparation.

5

Myles

6

Newton, Ashton,
Myles, Pierzchala

Environment

General

7

Myles

General

8

Myles

General

9

Pierzchala

Historic
Preservation

10

Myles

Historic
Preservation

Staff conducted a thorough review of the 2002 CMP issues and policies when seeking public
input and drafting the Elements and Planning Areas sections of the draft Comprehensive Plan.
For the Planning Areas in particular, many Key Issues, City Projects, and Policies from the
2002 CMP were brought forward into the current draft where they were seen as still relevant,
unresolved, or supported by planning area stakeholders.
Generally, neighborhood plans adopted in the 1980s were reviewed and considered, but are
now superseded by their respective planning areas in the draft Plan. Neighborhood plans that
were adopted more recently are adopted by reference in the draft Plan, which explains why
some are of shorter length, with only changes or additional policies/projects included in their
current planning area section. Planning Area 4 (West End and Woodley Gardens East-West) is
an exception since the neighborhood association requested a complete neighborhood plan rewrite, and inclusion of that new plan in the updated Comprehensive Plan. Other neighborhood
plans (PAs 1, 4, 6, 8 and 9) would still remain in effect and be part of the overall plan, even if
not added physically to the new plan. Staff plans to add electronic links connecting the new
Comprehensive Plan to the neighborhood plans and all other relevant plans, such as the
Bikeway Master Plan, to make it easy for readers to understand the connections and to
navigate between them.

PA 16

Email to staff

Consider blurring out addresses/license plates in photos for privacy reasons (unless permission
has been granted)

April 19
Work Session

Need a discussion of the King Farm Farmstead in the Historic Preservation Element and more in
Planning Area 16

April 19
Work Session

Need to ensure that historic designation does not displace long-time residents because of an
inability to fund the modifications needed to maintain that designation

Rockville Comprehensive Plan, Mayor and Council Review of Planning Commission Recommended Draft
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Staff will be sure to do so in the revised and final document.
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11

Mayor/Member

Myles

Element(s)

Planning
Area(s)

Source

Summary of Mayor and Council Comment/Question

Email to staff

OK with a diversity of housing types but don’t want to lose focus on the need for a large number of
housing units—wouldn't want our focus to be exclusively on “missing middle” when, in some
instances, higher density housing would be more beneficial and amenable to the local conditions.

April 19
Work Session

The draft Plan seems to put too much emphasis on the success of commercial properties and not
enough on residential. The ULI TAP called for more residents in Town Center, with limits on adding
retail.

Housing

and
12

Pierzchala

Land Use

Email to staff

Staff Comments

Agrees with most zoning recommendations but thinks that the draft Plan, textually, is not
sufficiently welcoming of new people.
Specific recommendation - Add reference to “residential land use” in first paragraph of page 29,
“For example, the high visibility and regional accessibility of Rockville Pike makes commercial and
residential land use a good match to the highway context.”

13

Ashton

Land Use

April 19
Work Session

Add more context for the need for higher density residential development in the Land Use Element.
See the Housing Element for language

14

Ashton

Land Use

April 19
Work Session

Consider discussing all modes (e.g., complete streets) in Policy 15 of the Land Use Element

15

Ashton

Land Use

April 19
Work Session

Update Policy 25 of the Land Use Element to reflect latest on RedGate Park

(Staff note: check other RedGate mentions in the Plan)

April 19 Work
Session

Return to Mayor and Council with background on conditional zoning regulations (‘optional
method’). What worked? What didn’t? Consider recommending inclusion of conditions it to attain
‘workforce housing’, public use space, etc. in exchange for greater density and/or building heights.
Focus near metro stations, Rockville Pike, and in transitional growth areas (e.g., west side of N.
Washington St.)

Conditional or Optional Method Development is a zoning procedure used in certain zones, for
example mixed-used or multi-unit residential zones, to encourage mixed-use development
and/or the fulfilment of specific policy goals (such as affordable housing or public use space).
Under the previous zoning ordinance, the optional method was used to permit higher densities
in exchange for significant public amenities and/or facilities. The additional density and
the public benefit needed to be consistent with the zoning ordinance and both the applicable
master plan and any design guidelines, and needed to be appropriate for the particular context.

PA 17

and
Email to staff

16

Ashton

Land Use

Optional Method had been part of the city's code prior to the 2009 code update but was
removed with the new code. At present, the zoning ordinance does permit added height in
exchange for additional amenities for developments that are deemed to be Champion projects,
which are projects of 5 acres or more in the MXTD areas near the Rockville Metro Station and
Twinbrook Metro Station.

PA 1

If the Mayor and Council would like to amend or expand this option, to make it applicable more
broadly in the city, staff recommends that a policy be added to the Comprehensive Plan (Land
Use Element) to add optional method procedures to the zoning ordinance, and the details
could be developed as part of the zoning changes that will be needed to implement the newly
adopted Plan. If added to the zoning ordinance, an applicant would need to apply for
conditional or optional method development and demonstrate how their project meets the
optional method standards.
17

Myles

Land Use

April 19
Work Session

Community nodes should address traffic calming, pedestrian experience, and new/existing transit
service.

18

Feinberg

Land Use

April 19
Work Session

Avoid competition of new community nodes with existing shopping centers that could make them
suffer; Avoid cumulative aspects of new community nodes, primarily traffic volume.

Rockville Comprehensive Plan, Mayor and Council Review of Planning Commission Recommended Draft
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Mayor/Member

Element(s)

Planning
Area(s)

Source

Summary of Mayor and Council Comment/Question

April 19
Work Session

Wants the Mayor and Council and the public to have a better understanding of the interface
between building heights along the west side of N. Washington Street and the historic buildings
that are immediately to the west, whose form tends to be of single-family houses. Requested that
staff return to the Mayor and Council with 3-dimensional modeling of potential building heights and
setbacks, to show the impacts of various potential height limitations and the layback slope.

and
Email to staff

19

Ashton

Land Use

Staff Comments
Staff will work to develop models that show likely building massing under the draft Plan’s
recommendation to re-zone the properties in Focus Area A1 to MXCD (height limit of 75’), but
to limit heights to 45’ in the area adjacent to the historic properties to the west.
Under the current MXCD (Mixed Use Corridor District) zone, the following rules apply for rear and
side setbacks for proposals abutting residential land:
Rear setbacks = 25’ or height of building, whichever is greater. That is, if the building is 025’ tall, the setback would be 25’. if the building is, for example, 40’ tall, the setback would
be 40’. In addition, the 30-degree layback slope would also apply, which could further limit
the permitted building height, depending on property conditions.

PA 1

Side setbacks = 25’ or height of building, whichever is greater. Same as above.
Staff will bring visual representations of these limits, to help improve understanding.
Another one of the city’s zones, MXCT (Mixed Use Corridor Transition), would have the same
setbacks as MXCD, including the layback slope, and a maximum height of 75 feet. The main
difference between the two zones is that the commercial uses, and the scale of those uses, is
more limited in the MXCT zone.
20

Myles

Land Use

21

Myles

Land Use,
Recreation and
Parks

22

Ashton

Recreation and
Parks

23

Pierzchala

Transportation

24

Myles

Transportation

25

Myles

Transportation

26

Myles

Transportation

27

Myles

Transportation

PA 14

Email to staff

What are Policy 12’s (Land Use Element) implications for the old Giant—housing and a small
grocery/convenience store, dry cleaners, bank branch?

A longer discussion of this topic is presented as part of the Planning Area 14 discussion of the
Rockshire Village Center site, as Focus Area 1.

Email to staff

There is a noticeable absence of public park density in Twinbrook between First, Viers Mill,
Twinbrook Pkwy and Rockville Pike. Any consideration for more green asterisks/parks for the
future? Could buy a home for sale and/or abandoned property and change that area into park land.

The Planning Commission and staff agree with the assessment of where there are park
deficits. Those areas have been identified in multiple plans, including the 2009 Twinbrook
Neighborhood Plan (NP), the 2016 Rockville Pike NP and the recently approved Recreation
and Parks Strategic Plan. Implementation is a challenge, especially where there are homes or
expensive properties. Purchasing property is an optionl to consider. The Recreation and Parks
chapter, with policies 4, 5 and 6 addresses that issue. Additional potential park asterisks were
considered by the Planning Commission; but ultimately, locations were choses where there
was a high level of confidence that the nearby area was where the parkland was needed. Staff
suggests that if additional locations are considered, there should be a high degree of
confidence that the asterisk location is where the Mayor and Council would like a park to exist.

April 19
Work Session

Recognize the recently approved PROS plan (Recreation and Parks)

April 19
Work Session

Concern about the lack of mention of the State I-270 P3 project. Also concerned that indicating
City advocacy for the State and County to study a potential interchange at W. Gude and 270 would
conflict with Mayor and Council’s stated opposition to the State I-270 project.

Email to staff

Policy 6; the plan should ensure that non-motorized forms of transit are given just as much (if not
more) priority as motorized vehicles

Email to staff

Concerned about “capacity enhancement” along western part of Wootton—residents already are
concerned about the difficulty exiting their subdivisions; turn lanes would help getting into (but not
necessarily out of) the neighborhoods

Email to staff

The W. Edmonston Dr. intersection in question could also be striped with designated lanes
heading east. Would consider an alternative entrance/exit to the Wintergreen shopping plaza off of
Wootton parkway as there is significant congestion getting into and out of that plaza onto W.
Edmonston Dr.

Email to staff

We should work with transit providers so that we locate bus shelters in areas conducive and safe
for crossing major streets (having bus stops at the end of the block near crosswalks instead of the
middle)

PA 8

PA 5

PA 14

Rockville Comprehensive Plan, Mayor and Council Review of Planning Commission Recommended Draft

Mayor and Council Comments

During Listening Sessions and subsequent conversations with community members, many
expressed concerns about the high level of traffic congestion on Wootton Parkway but also the
desire not to expand the overall right of way. P. 365 in the Planning Area 14 section has a brief
discussion of the topic, under Transportation. The Planning Commission elected to include
language that would, again, not involve a broad expansion but would leave open the possibility
of relieving pressure through creative solutions.
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Mayor & Council Meeting Date: May 3, 2021
Agenda Item Type: Review and Comment
Department: City Manager's Office
Responsible Staff: Linda Moran

Subject
Action Report

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Mayor and Council review and comment on the Action Report.

Attachments
Attachment 16.A.a:

Action Report Updated

(PDF)

Packet Pg. 123

16.A.a

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

Future Agenda Items to Schedule
Topic:

Notes:

Public Hearing on Accessory Structures

The Mayor and Council requested that a public hearing be held after the additional community virtual public
meetings are completed. The Public Hearings regarding proposed zoning text amendments for Accessory
Buildings/Structures are scheduled for the May 10, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting.
Mayor and Council requested and agenda item on the award of Art in Public Architecture - Rockville Swim
and Fitness Center Project. This item was unanimously approved to be added in to the second FY21 Budget
amendment at the March 22, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting. A presentation to the Mayor and Council
from the selection committee and staff has been scheduled for May 10, 2021.
Mayor and Council requested a discussion of increasing the membership of the Board of Supervisors of
Elections from five to seven.
Councilmember Ashton will share information from the Black and Brown Coalition for Educational Equity
and Excellence about supporting families struggling with access to affordable childcare and successful
virtual learning. Councilmember Ashton shared information with the Mayor and Council regarding the
Children’s Opportunity Fund equity hubs. She connected with the organization, requested that Rockville
sites be included, and they are exploring it. Councilmember Ashton will continue to share information as it
becomes available. On November 9, Councilmember Ashton shared that several equity hubs are operating at
Rockville schools, including Bayard Rustin, Meadow Hall, and Maryvale Elementary Schools, as well as the
Park Street Children’s Center. More information can be found at equityhubs.org. Councilmember Ashton
referenced a recent Washington Post article that stated that the future of Equity Hub funding is uncertain.
Staff is following-up with the County to gather more information about the funding status and will make a
recommendation to the Mayor and Council on potential advocacy. On February 1, the Mayor and Council
approved the letter in support of the Special Appropriation to the FY21 County Operating Bu dget for
additional funding through March 2021. The letter was sent to the County Council for inclusion in the
February 2, 2020 public hearing record. The County Council approved the funding.

Art in Public Architecture - Rockville Swim and Fitness
Center Project
Board of Supervisors of Elections Increase from Five to
Seven Members
Daytime Support for Youth during Virtual Learning

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Mayor and Council Action Report
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Topic:

Notes:

Proposed Annexation of 16200 Frederick Road (King Buick
property) – Public Hearing, Discussion and Instructions,
Potential Approval.

On November 23 rd, the Mayor and Council directed staff to initiate the annexation process and set its public
hearing date of May 17 th for the proposed annexation. The Planning Commission approved its recommended
Annexation Plan, in accordance with the City code, on March 10th. On April 12 th, the Mayor and Council
approved the Annexation Plan for release for its public hearing. After the May 17 th public hearing, the
Mayor and Council will hold a discussion, currently scheduled for June 21 st, provide instructions to staff and
potentially adopt the annexation resolution. Also, on June 21st, Mayor and Council will have the opportunity
to amend the zoning map to apply the new zone to the property proposed for annexation. On April 12 th, the
Mayor and Council also discussed a potential Annexation Agreement with the prospective developer, EYA,
to begin to establish parameters for the proposed development project. Possible adoption of the annexation
agreement is scheduled for June 21, 2021.
Mayor and Council asked staff to explore potential public safety issues associated with drones and how the
City could consider monitoring, regulating and penalizing criminal activity.

Drones and Public Safety
False Police Reports

Mayor and Council requested a discussion of false Police reports. False reporting has long been codified in
Maryland Criminal Code (Criminal Law, Title 9).
Mayor and Council requested a discussion of a local preference procurement approach.

Local Preference Procurement Approach
Retirement Incentive/Employee Buyout Program

Staff will provide information about employee buyout programs and discuss the potential for a Rockville
program.

Discussion and Instruction on Small Cell Antennas

Mayor and Council requested a discussion and instruction agenda item on small cell antennas.

Historic Resources Management Plan Presentation and
Discussion

Mayor and Council requested presentation and discussion of Historic Resources Management Plan. Historic
Resources Management Plan: 10-Year Action Plan was discussed at the February 8, 2021 meeting. The
Mayor and Council provided feedback and staff will return when the plan is updated. Staff will return with
the updated plan for Discussion, Instructions, and Possible Approval on June 14, 2021.

Ref. #

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status

Timeline

King Farm Farmstead

Ongoing

2014-23

Meeting
Date
9/8/11

Staff/
Dep
R&P

Respons
e
Method
Future
Agenda

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Future Agenda Items to Schedule

Status: On April 20, 2020, the Mayor and Council discussed the responses to
the request for information (RFI) on potential future uses of the Farmstead.
Security system installation for the Dairy Barns and house is complete and
staff is securing a cost estimate to bring water to the property as the first step
in designing/constructing a fire suppression system during FY21 and FY22. A

A-2
Packet Pg. 125

16.A.a

2015-14

2016-12

2016-16

2016-18

Meeting
Date

7/13/15

9/26/16

10/10/16

10/24/16

Staff/
Dep

CMO

HR

PDS

PDS

Respons
e
Method

Future
Agenda

Email

Future
Agenda

Future
Agenda

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
workgroup of Recreation and Parks, Public Works, Planning and
Development Services, the City Attorney’s Office and REDI staff are
working to devise an effective RFP approach. Staff will schedule this on a
future agenda per Mayor and Council direction. At the March 22, 2021
meeting, the Mayor and Council discussed and approved $40,000 in current
year appropriation (FY21) for the King Farm Farmstead Park Real Estate
Market Analysis consultant. Unspent funds from department budget lines
will be used to fund this effort. Staff will develop a draft RFP scope and share
it with the Mayor and Council for their feedback and direction.
Purchasing Study Response
Status: An update on the Procurement Action Plan was shared on August 3,
2020. Per Mayor and Council approval on April 26, a MFD and Procurement
Study Update is scheduled for July 12, 2021.
Vacancy Report/Hiring Freeze Update
Provide a Vacancy Report to the Mayor and Council on a monthly basis.
Status: The Mayor and Council directed that this shift to an every other
month written report provided by email. The other months will include a
report on the Mayor and Council agenda. A vacancy report/hiring freeze
update was provided on agenda at the January 11, 2021 Mayor and Council
meeting. The January report was provided by email in February. The
February update was provided on agenda at the March 22, 2021 meeting. The
March update was provided via email on April 26, 2021. The April report
will be provided on agenda on May 10, 2021.
Global Issues on BRT
Schedule another discussion on BRT with the City of Gaithersburg and
Montgomery County, to include broader issues such as governance and finance.
Consider holding the meeting in Gaithersburg.
Status: County staff presented an update on the Veirs Mill Rd/MD 586
project to the Mayor and Council on November 2, 2020. County
transportation is determining a recommended alternative for design of the
MD 355 route.
FAST – Faster, Smarter, More Transparent (Site Plan/Development Review
Improvements)
Provide regular updates on the status of the work.

Timeline

July 12,2021

Monthly

Ongoing

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Ref. #

June 2021

Status: A FAST update was provided to the Mayor and Council on
November 18, 2019. The last update was provided by email in October 9, 2020
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2017-6

2017-11

Meeting
Date

2/27/17

6/12/17

Staff/
Dep

CMO

R&P8o

Respons
e
Method

Email

Agenda
Item

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
as an alternative to a Mayor and Council Agenda Item. The next update will
be provided in February 2021 via email. The first edition of an updated
monthly Development Watch newsletter was prepared to offer the
community more information and an improved design. Staff is currently
focusing on implementing MyGovernmentOnline, a comprehensive system
for case management, web-based submittals, payments, digital plan review,
and inspections. Since this will include permits, planning, and public works
cases, the departments have established working groups and dedicated staff
time to collaborate on developing workflows for the system and improving
processes at the same time. An update memo was provided to the Mayor and
Council on March 1, 2021. The next update will be provided in early June.
Minority-, Female- & Disabled-Owned Businesses
Provide updates on the Procurement Division’s activities to engage and support
minority-, female- and disabled-owned businesses.
Status: The MFD Report for FY19 and FY20 was shared with the Mayor and
Council by email on May 1, 2020. A Mayor and Council Agenda Item on
October 19, 2020 provided a forward-looking discussion of the City’s MFD
outreach program, including program metrics, program successes, potential
program adjustments. An MFD and Procurement Study Update will be
provided on July 12, 2021.
Deer Population in Rockville
Continue to monitor the deer population. Consider action steps and gather
community input
Status: The Mayor and Council approved the location, dates and required
City Code changes for the pilot deer culling program on June 1 and June 22,
2020. The pilot will be underway on November 21 – 29, December 19 – 27,
and January 9 – 16. Staff will review the results of the pilot during the
months of February and March and report to the M/C at the April 26, 2021
meeting. In follow-up to the April 26, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting, staff
will continue to evaluate potential approaches, including the review of
relevant studies, and will come back to the Mayor and Council with
additional information. Once the Howard County tick study is completed, it
will be shared with the Mayor and Council. Additionally, staff will look at
community education options through the Maryland Department of Natural
Resources and the Maryland National Capital Park and Planning
Commission.

Timeline

July 12, 2021

Ongoing

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Ref. #
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Ref. #
2018-1

Meeting
Date
1/22/18

Staff/
Dep
Finance

Respons
e
Method
Action
Report

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
Utility Billing System
Provide updates on the replacement of the Velocity Payment System, powered by
Govolution.

Timeline
Week of January 25,
2021

2018-7

2018-8

6/18/18

6/18/18

CMO

CMO/RCPD/R
&P/HCD

Agenda
Item

Town
Meeting

The new payment portal went live on January 11, 2021. All customers have
been sent mail informing them of the new account numbers so they can use
the new vendor Invoice Cloud. The new payment portal opened the week of
January 25. 2020. Staff recommends this item be closed. Mayor and Council
please provide staff with direction. The implementation of the Impresa
system and Invoice Cloud (online portal) was successful. While there were
some back-end issues, none impacted services to customers. For the
customers billed thus far, a third have paid their water bill through one of the
Invoice Cloud’s services. Once the system has been fully acclimated, a
reduction in cost should be seen FY22. We are currently looking at options
on incentives for customers to sign-up for paperless billing and also adding a
round up feature to one of the programs when paying a utility bill.
Currently, the Invoice Cloud Invoice Cloud dashboard allows customers to
pay a water bill or donate to one of our City programs – they can do both
using the shopping cart feature. It will take approximately two full billing
cycles (Jan – March and April – June) and interactions with customers before
staff is able to offer relevant statistics related to online usage, and round up
rates, etc.
LGBTQ Initiatives
Identify and implement Mayor and Council suggestions.
Status: The Adopted FY21 budget includes a new family/gender neutral
bathroom at Dogwood Park, to be constructed in FY22. The Human Rights
Campaign 2020 Municipal Equality Index results were issued in December
2020. Rockville scored 110/100 on the scorecard, netting 10 bonus points for
its services to LGBTQ youth, homeless people, elders and members of the
transgender community. The LGBTQ community will be included in the
Mayor and Council’s ongoing work on social justice, racism and bias.
Rockville Goes Purple

Ongoing

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Status:

August 2, 2021

Status: The final component of the 2020 National Recovery Month activities
is the release of a Rockville 11 interview with Rona Kramer, State Secretary
of Aging, on opioids and older adults. View the special at:
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Meeting
Date

Staff/
Dep

Respons
e
Method

2018-11

8/1/18

PDS

Agenda
Item

2018-15

10/8/18

PDS

Future
Agenda

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
https://youtu.be/NoksgFBBY7I. Staff will provide an Opioids Awareness
Update at the August 2, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting.
Neighborhood Shopping Centers
Discuss mechanisms to encourage neighborhood shopping center
revitalization and explore additional zoning and uses. Staff, REDI and the
Rockville Chamber of Commerce met In January to discuss the research
necessary to eventually bring this item forward. A Discussion on Incentivizing
Shopping Centers is scheduled for July 12, 2021.
Short-Term Residential Rentals
Discuss how to manage short-term residential rentals’ (e.g., Airbnb) impact on city
neighborhoods and explore options for taxing users.

Timeline

July 12, 2021

May 24, 2021

Status: Short-term residential rentals was discussed on January 13, 2020.
Staff emailed the results of additional research requested by the Mayor and
Council on January 23, 2020. Mayor and Council held a public hearing on
short-term residential rentals on November 9, 2020. A second public hearing
has been scheduled for January 11, 2021 to elicit additional public input. It
will be widely promoted through the City’s communication channels.
The public hearing was held on January 11, 2021 and the City has received
approximately 25 pieces of testimony. A Mayor and Council work session is
scheduled for February 22, 2021 to discuss the testimony and potential shortterm rental regulations. Short-term Rentals Discussion, Instructions, and
Possible authorization of a zoning text amendment is scheduled for the May
24, 2021 meeting.
10/15/18

HR

2018-19

2019-1

10/29/18

PDS

Future
Agenda

Future
Agenda

Volunteer Program

May 10, 2021

Status: A report on the number of volunteers and volunteer hours for the
first half of FY20 was provided on the January 13, 2020 agenda. On
November 2, 2020, staff provided an FY20 volunteer update and discussion of
strategies to increase volunteerism. Staff will work with the CC/DCO to
create content protocols for the Board and Commission web pages using
recommendations from the BCTF as a guide. Staff will share a work plan
with goals and timelines for the volunteer program with the Mayor and
Council. The next update is scheduled for the May 10, 2021 Mayor and
Council meeting.
Accessory Buildings/Structures

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Ref. #

May 10, 2021

Status: On April 20, 2020, the Mayor and Council discussed potential
revisions to the development standards for accessory structures. The Mayor
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16.A.a

Meeting
Date

Staff/
Dep

Respons
e
Method

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
and Council directed staff to conduct additional neighborhood outreach to
educate and inform residents of the proposed changes and to bring back the
item for discussion and instruction. Discussion and instruction on Accessory
Buildings and Accessory Dwelling Units was held at the November 16th
Mayor and Council meeting. The Mayor and Council directed staff to
conduct comprehensive outreach to hard to reach neighborhoods and all
HOA and community associations. A series of virtual meetings will be
scheduled to gather additional community feedback. Staff will promote
information broadly that explains it in a very clear and easy to understand
manner. Staff will closely track the community input and will share it in a
staff report for the public hearing that will be scheduled after the virtual
meetings are completed. Staff held three WebEx community meetings and
received a number of comments from the participants. A summary of the
comments will be provided to the Mayor and Council as part of the May 10,
2021 meeting agenda materials and staff will ask for direction. Discussion
and Instructions to staff is scheduled for June 7, 2021 for the ADU Text
Amendment and June 14 for the Accessory Buildings/Structures Text
Amendment.

Timeline

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Ref. #
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Ref. #
2019-2

Meeting
Date
2/25/19

Staff/
Dep
R&P/PDS/
CMO

Respons
e
Method
Future
Agenda

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
RedGate Park Planning

Timeline
Ongoing

2019-4

3/25/19

PDS

Future
Agenda

Special Districts, including Business Improvement Districts (BIDs), Tax
Increment Financing (TIF), Arts & Entertainment Districts

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Status: The Mayor and Council provided staff direction on June 22, 2020 to
engage the public in a planning process for a new destination park at
RedGate. Staff has procured new public engagement software to support the
effort and will begin the engagement process. The Mayor and Council will
receive updates during the planning process and will be engaged in the public
outreach portion of the work. Funding for consultant services was requested
as part of the FY21 Budget Amendment #1 to Mayor and Council on October
26, 2020. FY21 Budget Amendment #1 was approved on November 2, 2020.
Task Order for consultant services is out to bid with the City’s 17-18 vendors.
Once received, a team will evaluate the proposals to determine whether to
award or go out to bid. When awarded, RedGate team will work with
consultant to implement virtual public engagements and ultimately present
three concepts to Mayor and Council. On Friday, January 22, 2021, the City
officially issued the purchase order for the consultant work on this project.
Staff has already begun meeting with the consultant team and aim to have
the first public engagement opportunity in late February/early March.
The public process for RedGate Park was announced under the City
Manager’s report on March 22, 2021 at the Mayor and Council meeting.
Through a video message, residents were invited to visit the project website
to complete a survey on what types of activities and facilities they would like
to see at RedGate Park. There are also opportunities for commenting
through the website so that individuals can choose the format they are most
comfortable using. Informed by the survey and best practices, three site
concepts that display different alternatives for RedGate Park will be shared
with the public in summer of 2021, to help further guide the discussion of
both what should be at RedGate Park, and where those uses should be
located within the park. Based on that feedback, a final site concept will be
presented to Mayor and Council for their approval in the fall of 2021. Staff
will update the Mayor and Council on the planning process at the June 14,
2021 meeting.
TBD

Status: The Mayor and Council discussed various options on 1/4/21 and
decided to pursue an Arts & Entertainment district. Staff, in partnership
with REDI and other stakeholders, will return to the Mayor and Council to
discuss options for a formal State designation and for locations to promote.

A-8
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2019I-27--7

Meeting
Date
4/1/19

Staff/
Dep
R&P

Respons
e
Method
Future
Agenda

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
Early Childhood Education and Child Care Services
Discuss city provision of early childhood education services (history of the current
program, community need for the service, private sector market, expansion to
additional Rockville locations) and future services.

Timeline
Ongoing

Status: To prepare for the discussion, staff will obtain the results of a
childcare user survey conducted for Montgomery County’s Early Childhood
Coordinating Council (ECCC) and will incorporate information requested in
recent conversations with the Mayor and Council. The Mayor and Council
approved the delay on January 4, since the County has not yet released the
survey results. Staff obtained survey results from the Commission for
Women and the County’s ECCC and is analyzing them in preparation for the
April 5, 2021 discussion. At the April 5, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting,
Mayor and Council discussed Early Childhood Education with seven
panelists that have various early childhood education perspectives. Staff is
working on the next steps and requests information that came from the
meeting and will follow up with responses.
2019-10

2019-12

4/1/19

4/1/19

HR

Police

Email

Future
Agenda

Personnel Policy and Procedures Manual Update
Share an update on the status of this effort.
Status: In follow up to the Feb. 24 presentation of the updated PPM, the
Mayor and Council discussed it again on October 26, 2020.Staff provided the
revised draft PPM and responses to Mayor and Council questions on October
9, in advance of the October 26 brief book. The Mayor and Council removed
the item from the October 26 agenda. The first discussion was held on
November 19, 2020. The discussion included the development of a Rockville
parental leave program. The parental leave and RIF policy discussion items
were moved from the April 26 to the May 24, 2021 meeting. Part-One
Personnel Polices Manual discussion is scheduled for May 24, 2021. PartTwo Personnel Policies Manual discussion is scheduled for August 2, 2021.
Parking Enforcement at Street Meters
Share an overview of Rockville’s current program and how other local
jurisdictions handle parking enforcement at street meters, including hours of
enforcement.

May 24 and August
2, 2021

Ongoing

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)
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Status: Town Center parking meter spaces have been signed as 15- minute
curbside pick-up and a system for improved food pick up is in place in Town
Square to support food service establishments. The Police Department
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Worksessi
on

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status
intends to move forward with the implementation of Smart Meters in FY22,
should the Mayor and Council provide approval through the FY22 budget
process. An agenda item regarding Citation Fees and Fines, which includes
items related to parking, is scheduled for May 3, 2021.
Staff Recommendations on the Priorities of the Boards and Commissions
Task Force Report

Timeline

May 17, 2021

Continue the Mayor and Council’s discussion of the Boards and Commission
Task Force (BCTF).

2020-02

3/18/2020

CAO

Future
Agenda

Status: The Mayor and Council discussed the Task Force’s report and next
steps on July 6, 2020. The Mayor and Council directed the three appointed
officials to return on agenda, on November 23, 2020 with specific updates and
responses to the recommendations in the report and an action plan for next
steps. The Mayor and Council will also discuss recruitment of volunteers for
boards and commissions during the November 23 Agenda Item on new
boards and commissions. These items were discussed on November 23, 2020
by the Mayor and Council. On May 17, 2021 staff will present the Appointed
Officials Proposed Policies and Procedures Guidelines – BCTF
Recommendation for Mayor and Council discussion and instructions, and
possible adoption. This will include an update on the status of
recommendations included in the November 23, 2020 staff report.
5G Wireless Technology
Status: On March 18, 2020 and May 11, 2020, the Mayor and Council
discussed and introduced Zoning Text Amendment TXT2019-00251 on
regulating the Installation of Small Cell Antennas. Staff is researching topics
and questions raised by the Mayor and Council prior to scheduling adoption
of the Ordinance. In addition, the FCC has issued another order which
requires that this text amendment be modified prior to adoption. Staff is
currently evaluating what changes must be made. It is likely that the text
amendment may be modified significantly and would require beginning the
public review process again. The CAO has hired an outside attorney who is
assisting with the ordinance rewrite. The date is to be determined by the
Mayor and Council as to when this will appear on the meeting agenda.

TBD
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Climate Change Efforts
Brief the Mayor and Council on City efforts related to climate change.
Status: The Mayor and Council reviewed preliminary findings and discussed
the process for developing Rockville’s first Climate Action Plan on
September 21, 2020. Staff is leading a public engagement process in the Fall
of 2020, including meeting with various boards and commissions, a virtual
Climate Action Plan Open House on November 17, and an online survey open
through the end of November. Throughout the winter 2020/2021, staff will
work with a consultant and COG to develop a cost/ benefit analysis of climate
actions, and work with different departments on a climate resiliency analysis.
In the spring of 2021, staff will develop a draft plan for public review. The
draft plan is anticipated to return to the Mayor and Council for review in the
summer of 2021. The Mayor and Council received a presentation on the
County’s Draft Climate Action Plan on February 8, 2021 from Montgomery
County officials. A Presentation and Discussion of the Draft Climate Action
plan is scheduled for August 2, 2021.

Timeline
August 2, 2021

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)
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1/13/2020

HCD

Future
Agenda

Affordable Housing Goals
Discuss Rockville’s strategy to meet the affordable housing goals established by
the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (COG).
Status: Multiple Future Agenda Items will explore a variety of strategies to
meet the affordable housing goals, including adjustments to the City’s
Moderately-Priced Dwelling Unit (MPDU) program, tax exemptions for
affordable housing, fees and other subsidized housing programs. Staff will
explore with the Mayor and Council other barriers to affordable housing by
reviewing the zoning ordinance, identifying developable and under-utilized
parcels, and seeking additional affordable housing funding opportunities and
tools. To inform the Future Agenda Items, staff will conduct public forums to
solicit feedback on strategies.
The City’s Homeowners Tax Credit Program and the County’s Senior Tax
Credit Program was included in the Mayor and Council’s budget survey and
other materials during the first FY22 Budget Worksession on November 9, 2020.
Mayor and Council held a work session on housing matters at its February 22,
2021 meeting. The specific discussion items included MPDUs Affordability
Restriction period, Senior Tax Credits, Employer-Assisted Housing, and
Incentives in Exchange for More Affordable Units. The next steps will include
additional research related to help further the discussion on the senior tax credit.
The items to be researched will include current assessed value of Rockville
homes, reaching out to the County about pursuing changes to the County’s
program; additional data from SDAT. Staff will also reach out to Gaithersburg
about their homebuyer assistance program to learn about funding levels, staffing
levels and other pertinent program information. The Mayor and Council received
the 2040 Comprehensive Master Plan on March 15, 2021 for review. The 2040
plan will include consideration of missing middle housing.
Voluntary Rent Guidelines (and MPDU Rent and Income Schedule) is
scheduled for the May 10, 2021 meeting.
MPDU Declaration of Covenants and Restriction (Rental) – Staff is also
developing a system for tracking rental MPDU expiration dates (there are about
900 units with different expiration dates) to be discussed on agenda on February
22, 2021. The Mayor and Council were provided with a spreadsheet showing the
expiration dates of the Declaration of Covenants and Restrictions for each
development containing rental MPDUs. M&C would like to explore extending
changes the current 30-year MPDU affordability period to 99 years. Staff will
bring forth to the Mayor and Council recommended amendments to the City Code
Chapter 13.5 (MPDU Ordinance) and the implementing regulations in Fall 202 1.

Ongoing
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Employee Homeownership Assistance Program—This was discussed at the
February 22, 2021 Housing Work Session. Staff shared that a follow-up memo
will be circulated to the Mayor and Council with recommended strategies for
consideration. The City Manager circulated a follow-up memo with Mayor and
Council on 3/21/2021. The memo provided an overview of Gaithersburg program
and recommended a path to fund a similar (smaller scale) program for the City of
Rockville. Staff awaits M&C direction for further action. An Employee Housing
Assistance Program discussion will be held on June 14, 2021.
MPDU Declaration of Covenants and Restriction (Homeownership)-The
Mayor and Council requested that staff bring forth for Mayor and Council
discussion concepts on shortened Moderately Priced Dwelling Unit (MPDU)
Declaration of Covenants and Restriction for the homeownership component of
the MPDU program. This was discussed in the context of a development proposal
for the King Buick site and the potential for creating a feasible workforce product
at the site. The concern is that the current 30-year control period on all MPDUs
would make workforce units above 80% of AMI an unattractive purchase for
buyers at the applicable sales prices and be subjected to restrictions of the MPDU
Declaration of Covenants and Restriction. Staff will bring this item to the Mayor
and Council in the winter or at a later time that works for Mayor and Council.
2020-09

1/27/2020

DPW

Future
Agenda

2020-10

1/27/2020

DPW

Future
Agenda

Corridor Cities Transitway
Provide background information to facilitate the current Mayor and Council
taking an official position on the CCT route.
Status: Discussion will be scheduled for a future Mayor and Council meeting.
I-270 widening
Establish a strategy for negotiating with the State.

TBD

Ongoing

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)

Annual MPDU Updates--Per Mayor and Council request at the March 15, 2021
budget work session, HCD will provide an annual report on MPDU activities—
MPDUs sold (including resales), foreclosed, and delivered, and units that age out
of the program at end of each calendar year.

Status: Mayor Newton spoke at the public hearing on Sept. 10. The comment
period on the DEIS was extended from Oct. 8 to Nov. 9. The Mayor and
Council discussed the DEIS on October 26 and provided comments on the
DEIS letter. The Mayor and Council approved the letter to MDOT on
November 2, 2020. Councilmember Pierzchala forwarded an advocacy
strategy to the Mayor and Council that is under consideration and was
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discussed at the December 7 meeting. Staff sent an email to the District 17
Delegation inviting them to attend a Mayor and Council meeting in January
2020, prior to the start of the State legislative Session, to discuss advocating
in support of the City’s interests. At the December 14 meeting, the Mayor
and Council provided direction to staff to research hiring outside expertise
and counsel regarding I-270 widening and to take into consideration the four
bullet points included in the summary provided by Councilmember
Pierzchala. The Mayor and Council held a worksession to discuss potential
outside consultant needs and other matters related to the I-495 & I-270 at
their January 25, 2021 meeting. The Mayor and Council directed staff to
develop a scope of work that would include tasks, milestones, and costs for
outside consultant expertise. Additionally, staff will continue to coordinate
with Don’t Widen I-270, Park and Planning, and Transportation Planning
Board partners, as well as with other organizations who may have similar
interests. On April 12, the Mayor and Council approved the Acting City
Attorney to move forward with procuring a legal consultant to assist with the
I-495 and I-270 Managed Lanes Project.
2020-08

1/27/2020

CMO/PDS/
Finance/ DPW

Worksessi
on

Town Center
Follow up on Mayor and Council direction from the Town Hall meeting and Urban
Land Institute (ULI) report.
Status: A Mayor and Council status update and discussion of Town Center
initiatives was held on January 4, 2021.
Parking – On 1/4/21, the Mayor and Council asked that staff restart discussions with
Federal Realty regarding how to provide more hours for free parking at the Town
Square public garages. Discussions have restarted.
Town Center Road Diet – Study and report to Mayor and Council on suggestions in
the TAP report and Mayor and Council’s discussion.
Status: The consultant presented their analysis of No. Washington St and East
Middle Ln to the Mayor and Council on October 5, 2020, when staff received
direction on the preferred approach. That direction was amended on April 19,
2021. The project will be considered in the FY22 CIP for design and construction
funding.

Ongoing
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Real Estate/Broker/Economist Assessment – In the context of the next update on the
ULI recommendations, invite industry experts to dialogue on competitive challenges
to Town Center.
• Status: REDI and city staff will continue to provide their professional
insights on competitive challenges to Town Center. The Mayor and
Council discussed Town Center on January 4, 2021.
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Undergrounding of Route 355 – Revisit the information provided to the Mayor and
Council, including community impacts, to formulate an official Mayor and Council
position post COVID-19.
• Status: The Mayor and Council discussed this item on October 19, 2020.
The Planning Commission forwarded the Rockville 2040 Draft
Comprehensive Plan to the Mayor and Council on March 15, 2021.
Undergrounding of MD 355 with an elevated pedestrian promenade would
continue to be the City’s long-term policy unless a different concept is
specifically inserted into the 2040 Comprehensive Plan, or an update is
completed to the Town Center Master Plan.
Branding and Town Center Strategy – The Mayor and Council held a 4/5/21
discussion on this topic, during which there was a vote to pursue a branding exercise
in FY22, subject to budget appropriation. The project would be to update the
communitywide brand but also include a focus on Rockville’s commercial districts, to
include Town Center. The next steps are for staff to return to the Mayor and Council
with a draft scope of work for hiring a branding consultant. This action item has been
carried under the Town Center header, but staff recommends that it may now be
more appropriately carried as its own Action item in this report, as the project
will be citywide. A separate item (2020-25) has been created on the Action Report
and updates going forward will be provided in that entry.
Community Engagement – on 1/4/21, the Mayor and Council directed staff to return
with options for how to engage Town Center residents, business owners and other
stakeholders. Staff has discussed and will return in the near future. An update on
the proposed staff approach to community engagement will be provided in April
2021.
Improving the Entrances to the Outside Seating Areas – on 1/4/21, the Mayor and
Council directed staff to work with Federal Realty, Duball and Urban Edge to improve
the aesthetics of the entrance points to the outside eating areas of the closed streets (E.
Montgomery and Gibbs), during the pandemic, while still maintaining safety and
preventing motor vehicles from entering. They suggested working with VisArts to see
if some sort of art could be placed in those locations. Staff has been working closely
with Federal Realty, Duball (World of Beer) and businesses on the south side of
E. Montgomery to develop concepts for use of Gibbs and E. Montgomery through
the Spring and into the Fall of 2021. Gibbs will remain closed to vehicular traffic
until at least October 2021. Both areas will have greatly improved entrances and
experiences in the streets.

Timeline

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)
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Addressing maximum building heights in Town Center – on 1/4/21, the Mayor and
Council asked that staff provide options for increasing allowable building heights in
certain locations in Town Center. This topic will be discussed during the upcoming
Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan discussion.

2020-11

PDS

Future
Agenda

Proposed Annexation of 16200 Frederick Road (King Buick Property)
Status: On November 23rd, the Mayor and Council directed staff to initiate the
annexation process and set its public hearing date of May 17 th for the proposed
annexation. The Planning Commission approved its recommended Annexation
Plan, in accordance with the City code, on March 10 th. On April 12 th, the Mayor
and Council approved the Annexation Plan for release for its public hearing. After
the May 17 th public hearing, the Mayor and Council will hold a discussion,
currently scheduled for June 21 st, provide instructions to staff and potentially
adopt the annexation resolution. Also, on June 21 st, Mayor and Council will have
the opportunity to amend the zoning map to apply the new zone to the property
proposed for annexation. On April 12 th, the Mayor and Council also discussed a
potential Annexation Agreement with the prospective developer, EYA, to begin to
establish parameters for the proposed development project. Possible Adoption of
the Annexation Agreement is scheduled for June 21, 2021

2020-12

4/27/20

R&P

Memo

Resident Company Briefing
Status: At the October 26, 2020 Mayor and Council meeting, resident
companies presented information about their plans to resume operations and
their business and strategic plans to support ongoing operations. Staff will
research best practices in the public sector, analyze the financial impact, and
provide Mayor and Council with information for their consideration during
the budget process.

May 17, 2021,
June 6, & June 21,
2021

Ongoing
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Tax Incentives for Development – on 1/4/21, the Mayor and Council asked that staff
return to present potential options to encourage more residential development in Town
Center, including through tax incentives.
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Smoking/Vaping Awareness Campaign (Public Rights-of-Way & multifamily residential developments)
Develop a public awareness campaign about the negative impacts of smoking
generally, on people with underlying health conditions and on neighbors in multifamily residential communities.

Timeline
Ongoing

Status: The Mayor and Council discussed this topic on July 20, 2020.
Throughout the month of November, the City conducted an information
campaign describing the dangers of tobacco use and educating the Rockville
community about where they can expect smoke-free environments, and what
steps to take to be healthy and smoke-free. A proclamation for the Great
American Smokeout was issued at the October 26 Mayor and Council
meeting. A Healthy Rockville recognition program has been created for
smoke-free multifamily housing.

2020-16

6/1/20

RCPD/HCD

Future
Agenda

Next steps include letters to the business community reminding them of
smoke-free laws. An accurate list of all restaurants has been developed, and
the letter was sent in April 2021.
Social Justice, Racism and Bias
Prepare suggestions for Mayor and Council discussion of ways to further engage
with and educate our community.
Status: On June 22, 2020, the Mayor and Council discussed the Rockville
City Police Department’s (RCPD) fair and impartial policing strategies.
Frequently Asked Questions were posted online to educate the community.
The Mayor and Council on November 16, 2020 approved the vision, purpose,
and mission of a new Community Policing Advisory Board (CPAB) and
directed staff to come back with a resolution to formally approve the
establishment of the CPAB. The Mayor and Council approved the resolution
to establish the CPAB on December 7, 2020.
On September 21, 2020, the Mayor and Council discussed short, mid and
long-term action ideas, aspirations and directives and directed staff to
further revise the table and develop a plan for next steps. The follow-up
discussion was held during the December 14, 2020 meeting regarding the
employee survey on racial equity and inclusion. The input will help to inform
the preparation for the discussion on further refining the social justice,
racism, and bias action plan and next steps, which is scheduled as a
worksession for January 25, 2021. On January 25, 2020 the Mayor and
Council held a follow-up discussion and provided direction on potential

Ongoing
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action items and implementation strategies. Staff will develop and populate a
tracking chart with which to monitor the activity and progress of each action.
The Human Services Advisory Commission (HSAC) and Human Rights
Commission (HRC) shared an overview of their community survey
instrument and discussed it at the March 1 st Mayor and Council meeting,
prior to deployment. The HSAC and HRC will present the community
survey results to the Mayor and Council. The governing body will have the
opportunity to provide direction on the survey results and it will be included,
with the community input, in the list of implementation strategies for
potential direction on implementation.
Community Survey- at the March 15, 2021 Mayor and Council meeting, a
member of the Mayor and Council suggested structuring the community
survey to make it scientific. The suggestion was made in the context of
planning and budgeting the ARP funding for assistance programs. Staff will
follow up with Mayor and Council to gain additional understanding of the
suggestions. Community Survey to be released in the Spring of 2021.
As of the week of 4/26/21, the community Survey has been translated into 5
languages (Spanish, Russian, Mandarin Chinese, Vietnamese, and Korean).
HSAC and HRC commissioners are inputting the survey questions into
SurveyMonkey. The survey will be released to the public no later than the
week of May 24, 2021.
Resolution for Equity and Social Justice- has been scheduled for the May 24,
2021 meeting.
The City Manager shared with the Mayor and Council potential draft job
descriptions for the Diversity, Equity and Inclusion professional and Mental
Health Specialist. The City Manager and the Police Chief also discussed
potentially structuring the Mental Health Specialist position through a
contractual relationship with Montgomery County.
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A package of Police Reform legislation at the State level passed in the 2021
General Assembly Session, which included the repeal of the Law Enforcement
Officer’s Bill of Rights. The package of bills that passed are as follows:
Accountability Act of 2021 – Body-Worn Cameras, Employee Programs, and
Use of Force (passed); Senate Bill 178: Maryland Police Accountability Act of
2021 – Search Warrants and Inspection of Records Relating to Police
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Misconduct (Anton’s Law) (passed); Senate Bill 600: Maryland Police
Accountability Act of 2021 – Surplus Military Equipment and Investigation of
Deaths Caused by Police Officers (passed); and House Bill 670: Maryland
Police Accountability Act of 2021 – Police Discipline and Law Enforcement
Programs and Procedures (passed). The Governor vetoed three of the bills, but
the vetoes were overridden prior to the last day of the Session and therefore all
four initiatives will become law in July 2022. An overview of the legislation was
provided to the Mayor and Council to in the final 2021 State Legislative Update
prepared by Rockville’s State lobbyist.
2020-17

2020-18

6/1/20

6/8/20

CMO

Appointed
Officials

Email

Future
Agenda

Spanish Language Article in Rockville Reports
Provide background information about the City’s former practice of translating to
Spanish one of the articles of priority interest to the community into each edition
of Rockville Reports.
Status: Staff shared the requested information by email on June 16, 2020.
Outreach to multi-lingual communities and tracking will be a focus of the
efforts of the new diversity position that is proposed in the FY22 budget.
New Education Commission/Committee and new Youth
Commission/Committee
Discuss the possibility of establishing a new commission or committee on
education and a new commission or committee on Youth.
Status: The Mayor and Council discussed this item on November 23, 2020
and provided direction to the appointed officials to evaluate the possible
Commissions through the criteria provided in the BCTF tool, including a
public hearing. The City Clerk/Director of Council Operations and the
Acting City Attorney are reaching out to a professor at Montgomery College
who volunteered to serve as staff support for the new Youth Commission.
This item will come back to the Mayor and Council for direction. The City
Clerk/Director of Council Operations and Acting City Attorney met with
Gregory Sember of Montgomery College regarding the Youth Commission
on March 24, 2021. Mr. Sember is reviewing the Youth Commission
information provided by Randy Alton and the Mayor and Council’s
November 23, 2020 discussion regarding the Youth Commission. Mr.
Sumner will follow-up with staff on a proposed plan for the Youth
Commission.

TBD

TBD
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Pesticide Restriction

Completed

Status: The Environment Commission and the Recreation and Parks Board
will have this item on their October meeting agendas. Staff will follow up on
any additional questions that come up. Discussion with the Mayor and
Council took place on March 15, 2021. The Mayor and Council instructed
staff to draft an amendment to the City Code to opt into the County
pesticides law and bring it back for adoption at the April 26, 2021 Mayor and
Council meeting. At the April 26, 2021 meeting, the Mayor and Council
voted to allow the County pesticides law to apply in the City of Rockville.
2020-20

2020-21

2020-22

2020-23

10/26/20

11/2/20

11/2/20

11/16/20

PDS

DPW

HR

Finance

Email

Business Outreach Webinar

Memo

Support and participate in a REDI/Chamber/City webinar for local
businesses to educate them on options for extending outdoor dining and
services in the fall and winter months. Information sharing would include
city permits, tents, heaters and other methods to extend business activities.
The webinar was held on November 16, 2020. Future webinars will be
scheduled on a quarterly basis so that ongoing support is provided to local
businesses. The forum was held on March 29, 2021. Staff is working with
REDI and the Chamber to schedule a date for the next webinar.
Vision Zero Quarterly Updates

Future
Agenda
Future
Agenda

Ongoing

May 2021

An update memo was provided to the Mayor and Council on November 4,
2020. Staff provided an update on Vision Zero and the Bikeway and
Pedestrian Master Plans at the February 1, 2020 Mayor and Council
meeting. The next update will be provided by memo in May 2021. Public
Works staff confirmed the Vision Zero Update sent to RPAC, RBAC, and the
Traffic and Transportation Commission.
Parental Leave Policy

May 24, 2021

The Mayor and Council will hold a discussion of a Rockville parental leave
policy on May 24, 2021.
Interest Credit on Employee Contributions to the City’s Pension Fund

February 1, 2021

Attachment 16.A.a: Action Report Updated (3668 : Action Report)
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The Mayor and Council held a discussion on this item on January 11, 2021.
On February 1, the Mayor and Council approved the pension plan
amendment proposed by staff. Staff recommends that this item be closed.
Mayor and Council please provide direction.
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Good Neighbor Awards Process

Timeline
July 2021

2020-25

2020-26

4/26/21

4/26/21

City
Manager’s
Office, REDI,
and Planning
and
Development
Services

Future
Agenda

City
Manager’s
Office/Finance

E-Mail

Citywide Marketing and Branding
The Mayor and Council held a 4/5/21 discussion on this topic, during which there
was a vote to pursue a branding exercise in FY22, subject to budget
appropriation. The project would be to update the communitywide brand but
also include a focus on Rockville’s commercial districts, to include Town Center.
The next steps are for staff to return to the Mayor and Council with a draft scope
of work for hiring a branding consultant. City staff and the REDI Executive
Director will be meeting to discuss the strategy and next steps for the draft scope
of work for the branding consultant.
Municipal Tax Duplication

Fall 2021

Ongoing

Track the progress of Municipal Tax Duplication throughout the County
Council’s consideration of the FY22 Operating Budget and advocate in support
of the City’s and the MML Montgomery Chapter’s interests. After the County
Council adopts the FY22 budget, work with the MML Montgomery Chapter,
Chevy Chase Village, and Gaithersburg to advocate for the County to allow
shared services and negotiate a payment for Police services.
The Mayor and Council sent written comments for the April 7 County Council
FY22 Budget hearing and a follow-up letter to the County Council on April 27 in
advance of the April 30 GO Committee discussion regarding Municipal Tax
Duplication.

2020-27

4/26/21

Human
Resources

Future
Agenda

Reduction in Force Policy
This item has been relocated from the future items to be scheduled section. A
discussion of a Reduction in Force Policy has been scheduled for May 24, 2021

May 24, 2021
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A discussion on the process, criteria, and best practices related to the Good
Neighbor awards was held on April 5 ,2021. Staff has been directed to return
to Mayor and Council in July with research from other communities/best
practices and specific recommendations for the award process.

A-21
Packet Pg. 144

16.A.a

2020-13

Meeting
Date
4/27/20

Staff/
Dep
CMO

Response
Method
Email

Direction to Staff / Action Taken / Status

Timeline

Census Outreach Update
Provide an update on the efforts completed, underway and planned to continue
encouraging Rockville residents to complete the 2020 Census.

Concluded

Status: Updates on Census outreach efforts were emailed to the Mayor and
Council on May 17, July 19, and Sept. 3, 2020. The Mayor and Council sent a
letter to Rockville’s federal delegation on September 17, 2020 requesting
support to extend the Census collection period through October. On October
13, the Census Bureau issued a press release stating that data collection efforts
would conclude on October 15, 2020.
Census Collection has concluded.
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17.A.a

MAYOR AND COUNCIL
MEETING NO.
Monday, May 10, 2021 – 7:00 PM
MOCK AGENDA
Agenda item times are estimates only. Items may be considered at times other than those indicated.
Any person who requires assistance in order to attend a city meeting should call the ADA Coordinator at
240-314-8108.

Viewing Mayor and Council Meetings
To support social distancing, the Mayor and Council are conducting meetings virtually. The virtual meetings
can be viewed on Rockville 11, channel 11 on county cable, livestreamed at
www.rockvillemd.gov/rockville11, and available a day after each meeting at
www.rockvillemd.gov/videoondemand.
Participating in Community Forum & Public Hearings:
If you wish to submit comments in writing for Community Forum or Public Hearings:
• Please email the comments to mayorandcouncil@rockvillemd.gov by no later than 10:00 a.m. on
the date of the meeting.
• All comments will be acknowledged by the Mayor and Council at the meeting and added to the
agenda for public viewing on the website.
If you wish to participate virtually in Community Forum or Public Hearings during the live Mayor and Council
meeting:
1. Send your Name, Phone number, the Community Forum or Public Hearing Topic and Expected
Method of Joining the Meeting (computer or phone) to mayorandcouncil@rockvillemd.gov no
later than 10:00 am on the day of the meeting.
2. On the day of the meeting, you will receive a confirmation email with further details, and two
Webex invitations: 1) Optional Webex Orientation Question and Answer Session and 2) Mayor &
Council Meeting Invitation.
3. Plan to join the meeting no later than 6:40 p.m. (approximately 20 minutes before the actual
meeting start time).
4. Read for https://www.rockvillemd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/38725/Public-Meetings-on-Webex
5. meeting tips and instructions on joining a Webex meeting (either by computer or phone).
6. If joining by computer, Conduct a WebEx test: https://www.webex.com/test-meeting.html prior to
signing up to join the meeting to ensure your equipment will work as expected.
7. Participate (by phone or computer) in the optional Webex Orientation Question and Answer
Session at 4 p.m. the day of the meeting, for an overview of the Webex tool, or to ask general
process questions.

Attachment 17.A.a: Mock Agenda 5.10.21 (3674 : Future Agendas)

Rockville City Hall is closed due to the state directives for slowing down the spread of the coronavirus
COVID-19 and continue practicing safe social distancing.

Participating in Mayor and Council Drop-In (Mayor Newton and Councilmember Pierzchala)
Drop-In Sessions will be held by phone on Monday, May 10 from 5:30-6:30 p.m. Please sign up by
10 a.m. on the meeting day using the form at: https://www.rockvillemd.gov/formcenter/city-clerk11/sign-up-for-dropin-meetings-227
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Mayor and Council

Convene

2.

Pledge of Allegiance

3.

Agenda Review

7:05 PM 4.

City Manager's Report

7:15 PM 5.

COVID-19 Update

7:20 PM 6.

Proclamations

7:30 PM 7.

A.

Proclamation Declaring May as Mental Health Awareness Month

B.

Proclamation Declaring May 9-15 as National Women's Health Week

C.

Proclamation Declaring May 15, 2021 as National Parks to Kids Day

D.

Proclamation Recognizing May 24-28, 2021 as National Public Works
Week

Community Forum

Any member of the community may address the Mayor and Council for 3 minutes during
Community Forum. Unless otherwise indicated, Community Forum is included on the agenda
for every regular Mayor and Council meeting, generally between 7:00 and 7:30 pm. Call the
City Clerk/Director of Council Operation's Office at 240-314-8280 to sign up to speak in
advance or sign up in the Mayor and Council Chamber the night of the meeting.
8.
7:50 PM 9.

Attachment 17.A.a: Mock Agenda 5.10.21 (3674 : Future Agendas)

7:00 PM 1.

May 10, 2021

Mayor and Council's Response to Community Forum
Consent
A.

Award of Fairfax County Rider Contract #4400004410, 42-Inch Diameter
Corrugated Metal Pipe Storm Drain, for Renewal Project on Denham
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Mayor and Council

May 10, 2021
Road in the Amount of $378,102.67
Adoption of Resolution to Establish Maximum Rate of Rent Increase, as
Required Under Chapter 18 Section 18-194 of the Rockville City Code
Entitled “Voluntary Rent Guidelines and Notice Requirements of Rent
Increases.”

7:55 PM 10.

Public Hearing on Zoning Text Amendment TXT2019-00255, to Allow for
Accessory Dwelling Units in Accessory Buildings on Properties with Single
Unit Detached Dwellings; Mayor and Council of Rockville, Applicants

8:25 PM 11.

Public Hearing on Zoning Text Amendment Application TXT2019-00254 –
Regarding Requirements for Accessory Buildings and Structures in
Residential Zones; Mayor and Council of Rockville, Applicants

8:55 PM 12.

Introduction, and Possible Adoption, of an Ordinance to Amend Chapter 24
of the Rockville City Code, Entitled “Water, Sewers and Sewage Disposal,” by
Amending Article III, Entitled “Rates and Charges,” to Extend the Current
Water and Sewer Usage Charges and Water and Sewer Ready to Serve
Charges through December 31, 2021

9:00 PM 13.

Adoption of an Ordinance to Appropriate Funds and Levy Taxes for Fiscal
Year 2022

9:05 PM 14.

Adoption of a Resolution to Establish the Equivalent Residential Unit Rate to
be Used in Calculating the Stormwater Management Utility Fee Pursuant to
Chapter 19 Entitled "Sediment Control and Stormwater Management" of the
Rockville City Code; and to Establish a Fee for Application for a Credit Against
the Stormwater Management Utility Fee for Private Stormwater
Management Facilities

9:10 PM 15.

Adoption of a Resolution to Establish the Service Charge Rate for Municipal
Refuse Collection and to Establish a Charge for Unreturned Refuse and
Recycling Carts Pursuant to Section 20-6 of the Rockville City Code

9:15 PM 16.

Adoption of a Resolution to Close Completed Capital Improvements Program
Projects

9:20 PM 17.

Rockville Swim and Fitness Center Public Art Project
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B.
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Mayor and Council

Volunteer Program Update

10:10 PM 19.

Vacancy Report/Hiring Freeze Update

10:20 PM 20.

Review and Comment - Mayor and Council Action Report

21.

Review and Comment - Future Agendas

22.

Old/New Business

10:40 PM 23.

Adjournment

The Mayor and Council Rules and Procedures and Operating Guidelines establish
procedures and practices for Mayor and Council meetings, including public hearing
procedures. They are available at: http://www.rockvillemd.gov/mcguidelines.
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9:40 PM 18.

May 10, 2021
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Future Agendas
As of 05/03/2021

Title

Meeting : 05/17/21 07:00 PM (4 items)
Discussion, Instructions and Possible
Adoption

60

Appointed Officials' Proposed Policies and Procedure
Guidelines -BCTF Recommendation

Work Session

120

Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session

Consent

5

Adoption of a Resolution to Extend the Time by 60 Days for the
Mayor and Council to Approve, Modify, Remand or Disapprove
the Planning Commission’s March 2021 Draft of the Rockville
2040 Comprehensive Plan Update.

Public Hearing

30

Public Hearing on Annexation Petition ANX2020-00146 (King
Buick)

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category

3 HRS 35 MINS
Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 05/24/21 07:00 PM (6 items)
Proclamation

5

Discussion
Discussion, Instructions and Possible
Adoption
Discussion
Discussion

60
30
45
45

Discussion on Reduction in Force and Furlough Policy
The City is Considering Implementing a Paid Parental Leave
Policy to Provide Leave to Eligible Employees Following the
Birth of an Employee’s Child or the Placement of a Child with an
Employee in Connection with Adoption or Foster Care. Paid
Leave Would Run Concurrently with Leave Under the Family
and Medical Leave Act (FMLA), as Applicable.

Discussion, Instructions and Possible
Adoption

60

Short-Term Residential Rentals Discussion, Instruction, and
Possible Authorization of the ZTA

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category

Proclamation Declaring June 4, 2021 as National Gun Violence
Awareness Day
Part-One Personnel Policies Manual
Framing Resolution for Racial Equity and Social Justice
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Category

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

4 HRS 05 MINS
Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 06/07/21 07:00 PM (7 items)
Proclamation

5

Proclamation Declaring Monday June 14 as Flag Day
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Proclamation

5

Proclamation Declaring National Caribbean-American Heritage
Month

Presentation and Discussion

30

District 17 2021 Session Wrap-Up Report

Proclamation
Work Session

5
120

Proclamation Declaring June LGBTQ+ Month
Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Work Session

Discussion and Instructions

45

Discussion and Instructions to Staff on Zoning Text Amendment
TXT2019-00255, to Allow for Accessory Dwelling Units in
Accessory Buildings on Properties with Single Unit Detached
Dwellings; Mayor and Council of Rockville, Applicants

Discussion and Instructions

45

Discussion and Instruction to Staff on Annexation Agreement
(King Buick)

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category

3 HRS 45 MINS

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 06/14/21 07:00 PM (11 items)
Proclamation
Proclamation
Discussion and Instructions

5
5
45

Proclamation Declaring June 20 World Refugee Day
Proclamation Declaring June 19 Juneteenth Holiday
Employee Homeownership Program

Discussion

5

Vacancy Report/Hiring Freeze Status

Discussion and Possible Approval

45

Presentation

30

Public Hearing

60

Historic Resources Work Program – Instruction and Possible
Approval
RedGate Park: Update on First Community Engagement & Next
Steps
Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Second Public Hearing

Public Hearing

20

Public Hearing on Project Plan Application PJT2020-00012, a
Request to Allow Up to 350 Multifamily Units Instead of Office
Development on an Undeveloped Property Within the
Fallsgrove Planned Development (PD) at 1800 Research
Boulevard; Key West Center Fallsgrove LLC, Applicants

Discussion and Instructions

45

Discussion and Instructions to Staff on Zoning Text Amendment
Application TXT2019-00254 – Regarding Requirements for
Accessory Buildings and Structures in Residential Zones; Mayor
and Council of Rockville, Applicants

Consent

5

Consent

5

Award IFB #18-21, Installation of Sewer Grinders at N. Horners
Lane and Fallsgrove Sewage Pump Stations, to (Vendor TBD) in
the Amount Not to Exceed ($TBD)
Award of IFB #10-21, Stormwater Facilities Improvements - Mt
Vernon Retrofit and Water Treatment Plant Stream
Stabilization and Infrastructure Protection, to (Vendor TBD), of
(Location TBD) in the Amount of (Amount TBD)

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)
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Future Agendas
As of 05/03/2021

4 HRS 30 MINS
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Future Agendas
As of 05/03/2021

Title

Meeting : 06/21/21 07:00 PM (8 items)
Update

90

Review and Receipt of Recommendations on the Community
Vision for the WMATA Rockville Station Study

D & I, Possible Introduction & Possible
Adoption

30

Review and Discuss Public Testimony and Provide Instruction
and Direction to Staff, Introduce Ordinance to Amend Zoning
Map to Include Property for the Annexation Petition ANX202000146 (King Buick)

Public Hearing

45

Zoning Text Amendment TXT2021-00260, to Modify the
Requirements for Project Plans, Roadway Classifications in
Mixed Use Zones, Minor and Major Site Plan Amendments,
Development Approval Abandonment, the Definition of
Demolition, and the Addition of Research and Development
Use and Related Parking Standard

Public Hearing

45

Public Hearing - Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment TXT202100259 - Amendments to the MXE Zone to Allow Self-Storage
Warehouse as Conditional Use

Adoption
Discussion and Instructions

30
30

Possible Adoption of an Annexation Agreement (King Buick)
2021 Rocktobierfest, Car Show, Volunteer Appreciation Party,
9/11 and Veterans Day Ceremonies Adjustments

Proclamation and Recognition

5

Proclamation Declaring July 2021 as Park and Recreation Month
in Rockville

Discussion

30

Senior Citizen's Commission Update and Report

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category
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Category

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

5 HRS 05 MINS

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 07/12/21 07:00 PM (8 items)
Proclamation

5

Proclamation Declaring Mattie J. Stepanak Day

Discussion

10

Vacancy Report/Hiring Freeze Status
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D & I, Possible Introduction & Possible
Adoption
Discussion

60

Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Consideration of Adoption

45

Neighborhood Shopping Centers - Mechanisms to Encourage
Revitalization

Public Hearing

45

Public Hearing for Zoning Text Amendment TXT2021-00258, for
Changes to Setback and Open Space Requirements for the
Residential Medium Density (RMD) Zones, the Creation of a
New RMD-Infill Zone to Implement the Comprehensive Plan
Amendments for the North Stonestreet Avenue and Park Rd
Areas; Mayor and Council of Rockville, Applicant

Discussion and Instructions

20

Discussion and Instructions to Staff on Project Plan Application
PJT2020-00012, a Request to Allow Up to 350 Multifamily Units
Instead of Office Development on an Undeveloped Property
Within the Fallsgrove Planned Development (PD) at 1800
Research Boulevard; Key West Center Fallsgrove LLC, Applicants

Presentation and Discussion

30

Recognition

10

Presentation and Discussion on the Montgomery County’s
Proposed Building Energy Performance Standard
TERRIFIC KID Bike Program Presentation

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category

3 HRS 45 MINS

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 07/19/21 07:00 PM (4 items)
Adoption

60

Rockville 2040 Comprehensive Plan Consideration of Adoption

Presentation and Discussion

90

Introduction and Possible Adoption

30

Presentation

45

Review of Preliminary Concept Designs from WMATA Rockville
Metro Station Study
Adoption of Resolution to Enlarge Corporate Boundaries and
Adoption of Ordinance to Amend the Zoning Map Related to
Annexation Petition ANX2020-00146 (King Buick)
Update on Vision Zero and Bikeway and Pedestrian Master
Plans

Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

Category
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Future Agendas
As of 05/03/2021

3 HRS 45 MINS

Estimated
Agenda Time
Needed
(in minutes)

Title

Meeting : 08/02/21 07:00 PM (3 items)
Discussion

90

Part Two: Personnel Polices Manual

Presentation and Discussion
Resentation and Discussion

30
30

Presentation and Discussion on Draft Climate Action Plan
Presentation and Discussion on the Montgomery County’s
Proposed Building Energy Performance Standard
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Future Agendas
As of 05/03/2021
2 HRS 30 MINS
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Total Meeting Time (In Hours)

17.A.b
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