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AGENDA
City Council Regular Meeting

Monday, August 1, 2016
7:30 PM

Council Chambers
Hyattsville Municipal Building
4310 Gallatin Street, 3rd Floor

Hyattsville, MD 20781
(301) 985-5000  www.hyattsville.org

CITY COUNCIL 
Mayor Candace B. Hollingsworth

Edouard Haba, Council President, Ward 4
Bart Lawrence, Council Vice President, Ward 1

Kevin Ward, Ward 1
Robert S. Croslin, Ward 2
Shani N. Warner, Ward 2

Patrick A. Paschall, Ward 3
Thomas Wright, Ward 3
Paula J. Perry, Ward 4

Ruth Ann Frazier, Ward 5
Joseph Solomon, Ward 5

ADMINISTRATION
Tracey E. Nicholson, City Administrator

Laura Reams, City Clerk, 301-985-5009, lreams@hyattsville.org
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WELCOME TO THE CITY OF HYATTSVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING!  Your participation at this
public meeting is valued and appreciated.  

Twitter Facebook Instagram Vimeo

Agenda/Packet: The Agenda/Packet is available for review at the Hyattsville Municipal Building and
online at www.hyattsville.org prior the scheduled meeting (generally available no later than the
Friday prior to the scheduled Monday meeting).  Please note, times given for agenda items are
estimates only.  Matters other than those indicated on the agenda may also be considered at Council
discretion. 

Americans with Disabilities Act:  In compliance with the ADA, if you need special assistance to
participate in this meeting or other services in conjunction with this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk’s Offi ce at (301) 985-5009.  Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to
make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  

Audible Devices:  Please ensure all audible devices are turned off or otherwise not audible when the
City Council is in session.  Thank you.

Consent Agenda:  Items listed on the Consent agenda are considered to be routine in nature, and are
normally approved by one motion.  Please note that most items on the Consent agenda have been
discussed at a previous meeting.  If a Councilmember wishes to comment on a particular item, that
item shall be removed from the Consent agenda to “action” to allow for additional discussion.

Public Input:  If you wish to address the Council during the Public Comment period, please submit an
Audience Participation Form to the City Clerk prior to the beginning of the meeting.  Matters
identified during Public Comment that are not on that meeting’s agenda will be referred to staff for
follow-up or considered on a future agenda.  Issues that require a response will be addressed
publically at the next regular Council meeting.  Speakers are requested to keep their comments to no
more than two (2) minutes per speaker.  Written comments or supporting documents may be turned
in to the City Clerk for distribution to the Mayor and Council. 

Ways to Watch the Meetings Live:  City Council meetings are broadcast live on cable television
channel 71 (Comcast) and channel 12 (Verizon).  You may also view meetings live online at
hyattsville-md.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?camera_id=2

Replay Schedule:  The meetings will be re-broadcast on cable television, channel 71 (Comcast) and
channel 12 daily at 7:00 a.m., 1 p.m., and 8 p.m.  Meetings are also able for replay online at
www.hyattsville.org/councilagendas.

City Information: Sign up to receive text and email notifications about Hyattsville events,
government, police and programs at www.hyattsville.org/list.aspx

Inclement Weather: In the event of inclement weather, please call 301-985-5000 to confirm the
status of the Council meeting. 

2

https://twitter.com/hyattsvillemd
https://www.facebook.com/cityofhyattsville/?ref=aymt_homepage_panel
https://www.instagram.com/cityofhyattsville/?hl=en
https://vimeo.com/user13640157
http://www.hyattsville.org/
http://hyattsville-md.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?camera_id=2
http://www.hyattsville.org/councilagendas
http://www.hyattsville.org/list.aspx


1. Call to Order and Council Roll Call

2. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag

3. Approval of Agenda

4. Public Comment (7:40 p.m. – 7:50 p.m.) Limit 2 minutes per speaker

5. Presentations (7:50 p.m. – 8:55 p.m.)
5.a) Update FY-2015 Audit (5 minutes)
Motion #: Presentation Only
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

5.b) Presentation of Proposals for the Redevelopment of 4310 Gallatin Street (60 minutes)
Motion #: Presentation Only
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Gallatin Lofts Presentation_Dillon Warner_2016.pdf

Arcade Row Presentation - Community.pdf

6. Consent Items (8:55 p.m. – 9:00 p.m.)
6.a) Rock Salt Purchase
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the purchase of rock salt from Morton Salt
Company utilizing the State of Maryland contract rider, not to exceed $35,000.00
Motion #: 11-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator  

Maryland Rider Rock Salt 2016.pdf

6.b) Street Sweeper Purchase 
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the purchase of Stewart- Amos Street Sweeper,
Starfire S4 from Stewart-Amos Equipment Company/ALBANCAT Baltimore Maryland as a rider
to the GSA Contract (GS-30F-021AA) at a cost not to exceed 205,000.00.
Motion #: 12-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Memo Street_Sweeper TN.docx

Proposal - Street Sweeper.pdf

Sweeper GSA Terms & Conditions 1.16.pdf

6.c) Evergreen Solution LLC Proposal for Personnel Related Issues 
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the City Administrator to execute an agreement
with Evergreen Solutions LLC to provide contract services for a series of personnel actions in
an amount not to exceed $15,000, upon the review and approval by the City Attorney for legal
suffi ciency. 
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Motion #: 13-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Evergreen_Solutions_Memo_1ten_07_16-1v1.docx

6.d) Appointment to the Health, Wellness and Recreation Advisory Committee
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Abdoulaye Bangoura (Ward 3) to the Health,
Wellness and Recreation Advisory Committee for a term of 2 years to expire on August 1,
2018.
Motion #: 14-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): Haba 

Bangoura_HWRAC Application_redacted.pdf

6.e) Appointment to the Police and Public Safety Advisory Committee
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Jennifer Bangoura (Ward 3) to the Police and
Public Safety Advisory Committee for a term of 2 years to expire on August 1, 2018.
Motion #: 15-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): Haba 

Bangoura_PPSAC Application_redacted.pdf

6.f) Appointment to the Code Compliance Advisory Committee
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Edward Bohls (Ward 2) to the Code Compliance
Advisory Committee for a term of 2 years to expire on August 1, 2018.
Motion #: 16-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): Warner, Perry 

Bohls_Code Application_redacted.pdf

6.g) Proclamation in Recognition of National Farmers Market Week 
I move that the Mayor and Council adopt a Proclamation in honor of National Farmers Market
Week, August 7 through August 13, 2016.

Motion #: 17-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

2016 Proclamation_Farmers Market.docx

6.h) Selection of Parking Management Services Provider
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of Passport Parking Inc. to provide the
City with parking management services with partner firms Duncan Solutions and LAZ
providing specialized sub-contracted services, including the acquisition of parking equipment
not to exceed a total cost of $380,000, and authorize the City Administrator to execute a
contract for services, for a term of three (3) years with an additional one-year term based on
performance, upon the legal review and approval of the City Attorney.
Motion #: 18-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator  

Memo - Parking Management Services RFP Selection.docx

7. Action Items (9:00 p.m. – 9:45 p.m.)
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7.a) Hyattsville Resolution 2016-03: Issuance of Refunding Bonds Relating to the University
Town Center Special Taxing District in City of Hyattsville (5 minutes)

I move that the Mayor and Council adopt Hyattsville Resolution 2016-03 for the Issuance of
Refunding Bonds Relating to the University Town Center Special Taxing District in the City of
Hyattsville in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $17,750,000, at an interest rate or
rates not to exceed 5% per annum. This issue will be for the purpose of refunding or advance
refunding in whole or in part the outstanding City of Hyattsville Special Obligation Bonds
(University Town Center Project), Series 2004 and funding or paying other costs permitted
within RESOLUTION 2016-03.  Additionally, RESOLUTION 2016-03 provides that such refunding
bonds and the interest thereon shall never constitute a general obligation debt of, or a
pledge of the City's full faith and credit or taxing powers; such refunding bonds shall be
payable solely from special taxes levied on property within the University Town Center
Special Taxing District in accordance with the existing Rate and Method identified in
RESOLUTION 2016-03.  RESOLUTION 2016-03 authorizes the Mayor by executive order (as
permitted by the Special Taxing District Act) to make certain approvals and determinations
relating to any such refunding bonds and the documents relating thereto. (SECOND
READING).  
Motion #: 19-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Resolution 2016-03_UTC.docx

Legal Notice of Public Hearing_HR 2016 03.pdf

7.b) Hyattsville Life and Times FY17 Contract (5 minutes)
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the City Administrator to execute a one-year
contract with the Hyattsville Life and Times for distribution of City information at a cost not to
exceed $28,680 upon the review and approval by the City Attorney for legal suffi ciency.
Motion #: 20-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

7.c) Community Planning Facilitation and Strategic Planning Consulting Services (10 minutes)
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of Beyer Blinder Belle to provide the
City with contracted services and authorize the City Administrator to execute a contract for
services in an amount not to exceed $32,000, upon the legal review and approval of the City
Attorney.
Motion #: 21-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator  

Memo_-_Community_Planning_Facilitation.docx

7.d) Contract for Services:  Raze and Removal of 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville (5
minutes)
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of E/LOC Construction for the razing of
the existing blighted residential structure at 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville and
authorize the City Administrator to execute a contract for services, not to exceed $28,194,
upon the legal review and approval by the City Attorney.
Motion #: 22-08-FY17
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Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 
Memo 4229 Oglethorpe - Razing and Removal -7.26.16 final.docx

7.e) The Blue Development:  5334 Baltimore Avenue, Hyattsville – PPSD 4-15016 & DSP-15016
(10 minutes)
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the Mayor to send a letter to the M-NCPPC
Planning Board expressing the City of Hyattsville's concerns regarding the proposed 18-unit
residential townhouse cul-de-sac development. The letter to the M-NCPPC Planning Board
and Prince George's County District Council should clearly state that any approval of the
Preliminary Plan of Subdivision (PPSD 4-15016) and Detailed Site Plan (DSP) 15016 shall be
subject to the City's expressed concerns, stated conditions and revisions to the site plan
being met.  Conditions include:  

1. The proposed vehicular entrance to the site will restrict access to southbound traffi c only.
It is incumbent upon the applicant to secure a safer means of vehicle access to the site. The
City requests that the applicant secure shared use/access to the existing fully signalized
intersection south of the subject site as a condition for approval.
2.  A minimum of two proposed townhomes and related subdivision lots be revised to a
single non-buildable subdivision lot.  The undeveloped lot locations should be at the
discretion of the applicant, but should be contiguous.
3.  The single sub-division lot be a dedicated green space and as a minimum include a sitting
area, paved walkway and either a dog park or playground equipment. The issuance of a
building permit be subject to the City's approval. The issuance of a Use & Occupancy (U&O)
permit is subject to the fulfillment of the park space completion.
4.  Any pedestrian street lighting on Baltimore Avenue & within the development is required
to meet Pepco specifications and be accepted by Pepco into the public lighting system prior
to issuance of U&O permits.
5.  The Bike & Pedestrian Impact Statement (BPIS) include as a minimum the furnishing and
installation of bicycle racks on-site, at Centennial Park and City Lot #5. The bicycle rack type
will be consistent with the existing model and branding type utilized by the City of
Hyattsville.

Motion #: 23-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Memo - 08.01.2016 Council Meeting.docx

Planning Committee Minutes 6.21.16.pdf

Planning Committee Minutes- 10.13.2015.pdf

SOJ-DSP15016.pdf

ARCP-DSP15016_004Color rev.pdf

CIVP-DSP15016_001.pdf
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7.f) University Hills Project Approval (10 minutes)
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the staff recommendations for the University
Hills Sidewalk Street Rehabilitation Project and approve the expenditure of funds in an
amount not to exceed $1,000,000.00 for NZI Construction to execute Phase 2 of the project.  

Motion #: 24-08-FY17
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator  

University Hills Sidewalk and Streets Project - comparison 2016.doc

8. Discussion Items (9:45 p.m. – 9:55 p.m.)
8.a) 37th Street Traffi c Calming and Sidewalk Installation (10 minutes)
Motion #: TBD: Scheduled for Consent on 9/19/16
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

9. Council Dialogue (9:55 p.m. – 10:05 p.m.)

10. Community Notices and Meetings
10.a) City Calendar: August 2 - September 19,  2016
Motion #: N/A
Sponsor(s): At the Request of the City Administrator 

Main City Calendar_Aug 2_Sept 19 2016.pdf

Aug 2016 Calendar.docx

Sept 2016 Calendar.docx

11. Motion to Adjourn
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Finance 

SUBJECT
Update FY-2015 Audit (5 minutes)

Motion #
Presentation Only

Recommendation:

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS

Summary Background:
The FY-2015 audit is progressing along various stages of activities including but not limited to the following:  
• Review of revenues recorded in the General Fund and Special Revenue Funds. 
• Preparing questions for interviews that are being scheduled with various employees and Council members.
• Stakeholder’s responses to previously submitted confirmation letters are being reviewed.
The revised time frame to complete the FY-2015 audit is still trending for the end of October 2016.     

Next Steps:
Continue pressing forward thru the review of various stages associated multiple financial transactions.

Fiscal Impact:
Late audit filings with the Department of Administrative Services can result in the loss of various State Grants, loss of
revenue from the State Highway Fund and limited opportunities to secure funding for current and future capital
improvement needs. 

City Administrator Comments:
See summary background above.

Community Engagement:
N/A

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1 – Ensure Transparent & Accessible Governance

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community & Economic Development 

SUBJECT
Presentation of Proposals for the Redevelopment of 4310 Gallatin Street (60 minutes)

Motion #
Presentation Only

Recommendation:

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Gallatin Lofts Presentation_Dillon Warner_2016.pdf

Arcade Row Presentation - Community.pdf

Summary Background:
In July 2015, the City of Hyattsville issued a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) to determine if there was an interest in
redeveloping the current City building at 4310 Gallatin Street.  The City  issued a Request for Proposal requesting a
detailed development proposal from the two responding firms.   
On August 1st, both project teams will be presenting their proposed redevelopment concepts to the City Council.

Presentation #1:  Gallatin Lofts presented by Dillon\Warner
Presentation #2:  Arcade Row presented by Flywheel Development 

The development proposal presentations are available on the City’s website at: 
http://www.hyattsville.org/688/4310-Gallatin-Street-Redevelopment 

Next Steps:
The City Council will schedule Discussion of these presentations in the Fall.

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

City Administrator Comments:
N/A

Community Engagement:
A public open house presentation is scheduled for Wednesday, September 7th at 7:00 PM in the 2nd Floor Prangley
Room.  Both firms will be provided the opportunity for a 1-hour presentation and will field questions from those in
attendance.  Individuals interested in hearing more about each project are encouraged to attend. 
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Strategic Goals:
Goal 2: Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the City
Action 2.4 – Provide economic development programming and projects to support and facilitate infill, revitalization,
redevelopment and transit-oriented investment.  

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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GALLATIN LOFTS
A world within walking distance…
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• Team Intro – Who we are

• 

• 

• Zoning – Gateway Arts District / Town Center Character

• 

• Financial Discussion

• Closing Remarks

Agenda

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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• Dillon/Warner - Developer

• 

• Armiger Management – Property Manager

• BCT Architects – Architect

• Bohler Engineering – Civil Engineer Consultant

• 

• 

• 

Team Intro – Who We Are 

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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Gateway Arts District:

• Opportunity

• District Goals

  Increase density

  Community space

• Community Enhancement

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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Guiding Principles 

Community

Place

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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Place 

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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Community

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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Sustainability

Community

Economy

Environment

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects
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TOWN CENTER CHARACTER AREA

“The town center character areas are bustling 

a pedestrian-oriented streetscape that will 

welcome residents and visitors, establish a 

build-to line to ensure a common street wall 

and minimize total parking requirements 

This development character supports both a 

retail or commercial uses are desired in the 

residents who can enliven the streets and 

support commercial retail. Middle- to high-end 

housing with structured parking is encouraged.”

Project 

Site

Project 

Site

Gallatin LOFTS
Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
copyright © 2016 | bct architects

Zoning Character Map
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Hyattsville, Maryland

bctarchitects.com

August 1, 2016
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�

y Developer: Flywheel Development LLC

y Co-Developer: GreenSpace Investment LLC

y Construction Company: Beracah Homes, Inc.

y Architect: Peter Henry Architecture, LLC

y Land Use Attorney: Thomas Haller / Gibbs and Haller

y Real Estate Attorney: Blair Woodside / Blair Woodside Law

y Lender: EagleBank

y Capital Markets: Gimbert& Associates, LLC

y Infrastructure Consultant: Jansen Land Consulting

y Development Review Consultant: William Mayah

y Passive House Consultant: CertiPHIersCooperative

y Public Art: Hyattsville CDC

The project team is comprised of industry-leading experts in real estate development, finance, 
green design, and urban revitalization. 

3URMHFW�7HDP
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Flywheel Development is a real estate development 
company that operates in the DC metro area 

y Principles bring over 20 years of wide-ranging 
real estate and energy industry experience:

� Institutional-grade real estate asset management 
and development

� $82 million in renewable energy installations

� $22 million consulting engagement with 10 major 
U.S. cities

y Currently developing $8 million in net zero 
energyinfill projects: 

� Perry Street Townhomes in Mount Rainier, MD will 
be Passive House certified and net zero energy 

� CycleHouse, a 20,000 square foot mixed use 
building in DC’s Truxton Circle neighborhood will 
be LEED Gold and net zero energy

y Based in the District of Columbia

�

Flywheel Development focuses 
on rebuilding urban 

neighborhoods, which like our 
namesake hum with untapped 
energy. We build projects that 

draw on the best of historic 
design and follow the latest in 

sustainable practices. 
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Perry Street Townhomes

� Model for Arcade Row

� First market rate Passive House and net zero energy 
homes in Prince George’s County

� Currently under construction in Mount Rainier, MD

� Recipient of Maryland DHCD SDSGIF investment

� Site plan responded to community feedback

� Features include green roofs, a green alley, and solar 
PV

�

Cycle House

� RFP recently awarded to Flywheel Development and 
Urban Green LLC by the District of Columbia

� 15 residential units and a new family-friendly 
restaurant by Jaime Vargas, owner of Brookland’sSan 
Antonio Grill

� District’s first mixed-use net zero energy building

� LEED Gold

� Features include a vegetated “living” wall, solar PV, 
and optimized layout for bikers
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GreenSpace Investment is a real estate investment firm led 
by Robert Sahadi, a nationally-recognized expert in 
mortgage finance and green investment

y Principal has over 35 years of experience in real estate 
and mortgage finance

y Previously Vice President of Product Development at 
Fannie Mae. Created the Energy Efficient Mortgage, 
HomeStyleRenovation product suite, and other 
innovative financial products

y Worked with over 65 cities and developed customized 
housing strategies for 20 cities while at Fannie Mae 
and HUD

y Awarded 7 patents for financial innovation and 
product development

�

GreenSpace’smission is to 
provide financial leadership in 

sustainable residential 
investment by working with 

local governments, developers, 
builders, and lenders to create 
projects that meet workable 

standards for green and 
sustainable development.  
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Beracah Homes is a modular construction company based 
in Greenwood, Delaware

y Specializes in custom homes and light commercial 
projects

y Builds over 125 homes per year, ranging from 
bungalows to 10,000 square foot custom homes

y Works with individual homebuyers as well as land 
developers on build-out of new neighborhoods

y Industry leader in quality construction – Beracah built 
the first Passive House in Prince George’s County and 
is also providing modules for Flywheel Development’s 
Perry Street Townhomes

�
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3URMHFW�&RQFHSW

y Vibrant, walkable streetscapes

y Encourages residents to put down roots in 
the community through home ownership

y Respects the neighborhood scale and 
building height limits

y Unlocks opportunities for additional real 
estate investment

y Responds to community vision and 
planning documents

y Enhances public spaces through direct 
investment

y Strengthens the arts economy

y Net Zero Energy (Home + Car)

�
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&DSWLRQ�+HUH��3KRWR��;;;;;

6LWH�3ODQ
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Gallatin Street
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*DOODWLQ�6WUHHW
y Two types of bay-front facades: gable roof 

and flat roof

y Alternating styles create rhythm in the 
streetscape

y Classic front stoops and porches with 
cascading steps create places where 
residents and neighbors can socialize

y Inspired by great cities across the country
and Hyattsville’s historic Victorian homes

y Garages that are sunk below the street level 

y In scale with the surrounding community 
and the historic post office

��

&DSWLRQ�+HUH��3KRWR��;;;;;
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*DOODWLQ�6WUHHW

��

“Human-scale architecture is 
inviting through its eye-level 

details such as stoops, 
decorative railings, storefront 

windows, details, cornices, 
signs, banners and flags.”

- Gateway Arts District Sector Plan
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Church Place                                    Jay Street
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&KXUFK�3ODFH
y Engaging Church Placecontributes to a 

fine-grained urban street network

y The most “urban” feel of the 3 streetscapes

y Carriage house style facades

y Attention to proper proportion and 
architectural structure

y Human-scale architecture echoes Vigilante 
Coffee Company

y Window boxes and planters create splashes 
of color and enrich the streetscape

��
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��

“…great places are not sterile 
environments, but are lived in 
with a visible record of those 
who live, work and play in the 

area.”

- Gateway Arts District Sector Plan
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Jay Street
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&DSWLRQ�+HUH��3KRWR��;;;;;

6LWH�3ODQ
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y Enlarges 15-foot alley to create legal public 

street, and adds new sidewalk and planting 
strip

y Public space dedication is 11% of total site

y Varied architectural styles create a vibrant 
street front

y “Inside-out” redevelopment unlocks the 
opportunity for more development

y Opportunity to create a model “green” street

��

&DSWLRQ�+HUH��3KRWR��;;;;;
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��

“Preservation of historic 
buildings while retrofitting 

rights-of-way to accommodate 
an improved pedestrian 

environment may present 
challenges. Creative urban 

design and redevelopment will 
be needed for improvements to 

the built environment.”

- City of Hyattsville Community 
Sustainability Plan 2011-2015
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y Church Place and the new Jay Street create 
a fine-grained urban form that is a key 
ingredient of successful cities

y Connects outstanding community 
resources: St. Jerome Catholic Church, 
Vigilante Coffee, Pyramid Atlantic Art 
Center, historic Post Office, and others

y An opportunity for an “inside-out” 
revitalization of vacant storefronts on 
neighboring Route 1

y On DC’s historic Blagden Alley and Naylor 
Court, new homes and pioneering 
businesses attracted significant investment 
to neighboring properties

��
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y Highest and Best Use

� $23.02 M in long-term economic development 
impact

� $15.35 M in direct impact 

� $7.67 M in induced impact from unique site plan 
characteristics

� $96 k in annual real property tax revenue for City 
of Hyattsville

y Most Fitting & Appropriate Use

� Best fit with the neighborhood character, 

architectural style, and project scale

� Provides 2 parking spaces per unit and ample 

homeowner storage space, avoiding street 

impacts

y New Construction Jobs

� 151 green construction jobs contribute to the 

green economy in Prince George’s County

��

Arcade Row reimagines the 
urban fabric to unlock more 

development potential within 
the site and create additional 
redevelopment opportunities 
on neighboring properties.

70



3URMHFW�)HDVLELOLW\

y Fundamentals for the single family for-sale 
market are expected to remain strong over 
the coming years. 

y The multifamily sector is nearing recession 
in the Washington, DC metro area. New 
multifamily buildings are going to be tough 
to finance in the coming months and years, 
especially in emerging submarkets. 

��

Source: Integra IRR Viewpoint: 2016 Commercial Real Estate 
Trends Report, page 22
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��

84% of homebuyers rate a patio 
as either desirable or essential 

for their home. Millennials 
desire the most in outdoor 
living: a patio, a deck, and a 

porch.

- National Association of Home 
Builders 2015 Annual Housing 

Preferences Survey
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&RPPXQLW\�,QYHVWPHQW

y $625k in direct community investment

y Public Infrastructure improvements

� Burying power linesimproves the visual quality 

of the streets

� Jay Street(the widened alley) adds street 

frontage to the historic town center

� Shade trees, high quality street lamps, and brick 

sidewalksimprove the pedestrian experience

y Homeownership

� 31 new familiescontribute to a sense of 

community 

y Investment in the Arts

� Public artin partnership with Hyattsville CDC

� Membershipsto Pyramid Atlantic Art Center

� Commissioningof building components from 

artist community contributes to the arts economy

��
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��

Moderate income families face 
a significant financial burden 

for housing and transportation. 
In the DC region, the full cost of 

these basic necessities 
consumes 54% of annual 

income, leaving relatively little 
for education, food, and health 

care.

- Losing Ground, a report by CNT 
and the Center for Housing Policy
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1HW�=HUR�(QHUJ\��+RPH���&DU�

y A nationally significant commitment to 

sustainability using today’s technology 

y 6.8 kW rooftop solar array produces enough 

energy to power the home and charge an 

electric car for 21 miles of daily driving

y Homeowners with conventional cars will get 

a rebate from PEPCO through net metering

y Homes build wealth for owners through 

energy cost savings

��

6RODU 5HVRXUFH�$YDLODEOH

3DQHOV N:

*DOODWLQ ��� ����

&KXUFK ��� ����

-D\ ��� ����

7RWDO��
3URMHFW

��� �����

(QHUJ\ 8VH

N:

&DU ����

+RXVH ����

7RWDO�
+RXVHKROG

���

7RWDO��
3URMHFW

�����

75



1HW�=HUR�(QHUJ\��+RPH���&DU�

��

+RPH�&RQVWUXFWLRQ�7\SH

%XLOW WR�&RGH
3DVVLYH�
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6TXDUH )HHW ����� ����� �����

7RWDO (QHUJ\�
8VH��N:K

������ ����� �����

(QHUJ\
*HQHUDWLRQ��N:K

� � �����

(QHUJ\ &RVW���
6TXDUH�)RRW

����� ����� ��

7RWDO�(QHUJ\�
&RVW

������ ���� ��

Energy Cost Comparison for 
Maryland Homeowners

Annual savings of $3,903 
invested at a 6% annual rate of 
return would grow to $309,000 
over the course of 30 years, and 
that’s just for home energy use.
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��

The Passive House standard is a 
proven method for the design 

and construction of 
comfortable, healthyand 
durablebuildings. Passive 

House buildings use 80% less 
energythan typical buildings. 

Fundamentals of Passive House Design

y Proper Insulation

y No Air Leakage

y No Thermal Bridging

y High-Performance Windows

y Orientation and Shading

y Energy Recovery Ventilation

3DVVLYH�+RXVHV�DUH�VXSHULQVXODWHG DQG�GR�QRW�
UDGLDWH�KHDW��,W�LV�HDV\�WR�VSRW�WKHP�ZLWK�WKHUPDO�
LPDJLQJ�FDPHUDV��
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y Arcade Row will be built to the LEED 

Platinum Standard

y Flywheel Development and Beracah Homes 

can achieve this level of performance 

without changes to their supply chain

��

6WRUPZDWHU�0DQDJHPHQW
y Impervious surface reduction of over 40%

y Native landscaping

y Brick pavers instead of monolithic concrete

y Opportunity to make Jay Street a “model” 

green street
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y Superior Components

� Quality modular homes are superior to “site-
built” homes

y Precision Manufacturing

� 3-D modeling of system components

� Fully coordinated building trades

y Quality Control

� Essential for Passive House construction, easily 
achievable in the factory

��

Building a modular Passive 
House is like building a Swiss 
watch or Apple iPhone –the 
team spends many months in 
integrative design, ensuring 
that all the components fit 
within the product’s case. 

Construction doesn’t start until 
every detail is worked out. 
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Public Works 

SUBJECT
Rock Salt Purchase

Motion #
11-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the purchase of rock salt from Morton Salt Company utilizing the State of
Maryland contract rider, not to exceed $35,000.00

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator 

ATTACHMENTS
Maryland Rider Rock Salt 2016.pdf

Summary Background:
The purchase of rock salt for the 2016 – 2017 winter season ensures that the Department of Public Works (DPW) can
keep our City streets safe and passable during winter storms.  

DPW is requesting that the City Council accept the quote for road salt from Morton Salt riding off the State of
Maryland contract at $63.90 per ton for the 2016-2017 winter season.  Using the State of Maryland contract rider can
potentially save the City about $13.00 per ton. The FY17 budget has $35,000.00 in the operating budget for road salt;
this would allow the city to purchase up to approximately 530 tons of road salt for snow events.  

Next Steps:
With Council approval the purchase and delivery of rock salt will be scheduled. 

Fiscal Impact:
Funds for this purchase are in the operating budget, purchase not to exceed $35,000.00

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
None

Strategic Goals:
Promote a Safe and Vibrant Community

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Public Works 

SUBJECT
Street Sweeper Purchase 

Motion #
12-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the purchase of Stewart- Amos Street Sweeper, Starfire S4 from
Stewart-Amos Equipment Company/ALBANCAT Baltimore Maryland as a rider to the GSA Contract (GS-30F-021AA) at
a cost not to exceed 205,000.00.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Memo Street_Sweeper TN.docx

Proposal - Street Sweeper.pdf

Sweeper GSA Terms & Conditions 1.16.pdf

Summary Background:
The City has not owned a street sweeper since 2012 and has no effective way to remove litter and sediment from
City streets.  The build up of dirt, dust, sediment and debris affects the community aesthetics and can result in
sediments collecting in the gutter and storm drain systems flowing into streams and waterways impacting the
environment, water quality, in-stream aquatic life, wildlife, and stream health.  Purchasing a new sweeper will allow
the City to clean and sweep streets on a regular basis, provide support to surrounding municipalities, and ultimately
support both the environmental health and improve the aesthetic value of our City.

The Department of Public Works staff reached out to two firms for a demonstration of street sweeper models. Both
firms Stewart-Amos Equipment Company/ALBANCAT and Maryland Industrial Trucks are affi liated with the Federal
GSA procurement listing (Contract GS-30F-021AA): Both companies  demonstrated a 4.5 cubic yard mechanical
sweeper with an Isuzu NRR chassis. 

While the sweepers are comparable in price, the performance, use-ability and wear-ability of the Stewart-Amos
Street Sweeper best meets the needs of the City and affords us the best value.  The staff recommends the purchase
of the Stewart- Amos Street Sweeper, Starfire S4 from Stewart-Amos Equipment Company/ALBANCAT Baltimore
Maryland as a rider to the GSA Contract (GS-30F-021AA) at a cost not to exceed 205,000.00.

Next Steps:
Upon Council approval the City will proceed with the purchase of the Stewart-Amos Street Sweeper.

Fiscal Impact:
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$300,000 was included in the Capital Improvements Budget for vehicle (street sweeper) replacement in the
Department of Public Works. 

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Approval.  

Community Engagement:
The purchase of the street sweeper is part of the Department of Public Works public outreach and initiative to
control litter and mitigate sediment infiltrating into our waterways. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 3 - Promote a Safe and Vibrant Community

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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Memo
To: Tracey Nicholson, City Administrator

From: Lesley Riddle, Director of Public Works

CC: Ron Brooks, city Treasurer

Date: July 18, 2016

Re: Purchase of Street Sweeper

Street sweeping is promoted by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as one of the most 
cost-effective practices for storm water pollution reduction in urban areas. Streets and parking lots 
accumulate large amounts of pollutants that can be washed off into storm drains and ditches during 
storm events and snow melts ultimately contributing large pollutant loads to our waterways. 
Pollutants found in street runoff include but are not limited to: sediment, litter, trace amounts of 
heavy metals, road salt, and fecal coli-form. When done regularly, street sweeping can remove 50-
90% of these street pollutants and improve the overall appearance and health of a City.

The City has not had a street sweeper since 2012 and has no effective and reliable way to remove litter and 
sediments that can flow into streams and waterways from the gutter and storm drain systems. Sediment 
and litter that ends up in our waterways has a significant deleterious impact on water quality, in-stream 
aquatic life, wildlife, and overall stream health. The waterways of the greater Anacostia Watershed provide 
our region and residents with billions of dollars in ecosystem services. Cleaning and sweeping the streets on 
a regular basis promotes environmental responsibility by removing trash, sediments, and pollutants from 
the gutters and roadways and can improve the environmental health and aesthetic value of our City.

The Department of Public Works staff reached out to several firms for demonstration of street sweeper 
equipment and capability. Two firms that are affiliated with the Federal GSA procurement listing (Contract 
GS-30F-021AA), Stewart-Amos Equipment Company/ALBANCAT and Maryland Industrial Trucks responded 
to our request and provided demonstrations. After the demonstration of each machine, the staff completed due 
diligence by reaching out to current clients of each firm for feedback and equipment reviews. Clients included Ocean 
City, the City of College Park and the City of Salisbury, Maryland. Overall the evaluation of each street sweeper unit was 
good to excellent. The exception was the street sweeper in Ocean City, which the Streets Supervisor admitted has to 
work twice as hard because of the amount of sand and particles the machine has to process. 
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Following the review and demonstration, the staff agreed that while the pricing was comparable, the 
wear ability, operational requirements and performance offered by the Stewart-Amos Street 
Sweeper model was the best value and best met the needs of our City.  

Additionally, to defer the cost of the street sweeper, the staff has coordinated with surrounding 
adjacent municipalities to offer an hourly driver/equipment rate for street cleaning support.  Several 
of the municipalities are interested and anxious to partner with the City for sweeper services. The 
staff is also aggressively pursuing grant funding to offset the cost of this purchase.  
  
Staff recommends the purchase of the Stewart- Amos Street Sweeper, Starfire S4 from Stewart-Amos 
Equipment Company/ALBANCAT Baltimore Maryland as a rider to the GSA Contract (GS-30F-021AA)
not to exceed 203,000.00.
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GSA SCHEDULE CONTRACT TERMS AND CONDITIONS

CONTRACT NUMBER:  GS-30F-021AA

Schedule: 23V

Contract Ending Period: 28-Apr-18

Contract Administrator: John Paraschak

john@stewart-amos.com

717-514-6119

Contract Holder: Stewart-Amos Equipment Co

2700 Paxton Street

Harrisburg, PA 17111

Telephone:  (800)-482-2302

Fax:  (717)-564-3824

Web site: www.stewart-amos.com

Business Size: Small Business

ORDERING INFORMATION

1a. Special Item Number (SIN)

       #271-104 - Street Sweepers, Runway Sweepers, Parking Lot Sweepers Truck Mounted

1b. Lowest Priced Model: Galaxy R-4  $96,108

2.   Maximum Order:  None

3.   Minimum Order:  $100

4.   Geographic Coverage:  Contiguous USA & CONUS shipping ports for overseas delivery

5.   Point of Production:   Stewart-Amos Sweeper CO, Harrisburg, PA, 17111

6.   Prices:  Government Prices are per Attached page(s) (discount deducted) F.O.B Destination

7.   Quantity Discount:   None

8.   Prompt Payment Terms:   None 

9a. Government Commercial Credit Card:  Accepted

9b. Discount for Government Commercial Credit Card:   None  

10.  Foreign Items:   None

11a.  Time of Delivery:   120 Days ARO

11b.  Expedited Delivery:   Contact Contract Administrator

11c.  Overnight and 2-day Delivery:   No overnight delivery - except parts

11d.  Urgent Requirements:   Contact Contract Administrator

12.   F.O.B Point:  Destination

13.   Ordering Address:   Stewart-Amos Equipment Co

2700 Paxton Street

Harrisburg, PA 17111-1031

Telephone:  (800)-482-2302

Fax:  (717)-564-3824

14.   Payment Address: SAME AS ABOVE

15.  Warranty Provisions:   Manufacturer's Standard Commercial Warranty

16.  Export Packing Charges:  Per Quotation - Contact Contract Administrator

17.   Terms and Conditions of Credit Card Acceptance:  No discount for payment by credit card

18.   Terms and Conditions of Rental, Maintenance or Repair - Not Applicable

19.   Terms and Conditions of Installation:  1 day training included (CONUS)

20.  Terms and Conditions of Repair Parts: Not offered

21.  List of Service Dealers:  Contact Contract Administrator

22.  List of Participating Dealers: Not Offered

23.  Preventative Maintenance:  Not Offered

24.  Special Attributes:  Not Applicable

26.  Duns # 058712936

28.  Sales Contact:  John Paraschak

717-514-6119

john@stewart-amos.com
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Human Resources 

SUBJECT
Evergreen Solution LLC Proposal for Personnel Related Issues 

Motion #
13-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the City Administrator to execute an agreement with Evergreen
Solutions LLC to provide contract services for a series of personnel actions in an amount not to exceed $15,000, upon
the review and approval by the City Attorney for legal suffi ciency. 

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Evergreen_Solutions_Memo_1ten_07_16-1v1.docx

Summary Background:
The City of Hyattsville requires contract support to perform three directed and/or required personnel actions.  The
scope of work will address 1) developing a 25-step salary range for employees; 2) developing an Executive Pay Scale
and Pay Grade Assignments for 7 senior director classifications; 3) and evaluate salary pay scale formulas for sworn
offi cers and administrative personnel and provide recommendations.  The proposed vendor is Evergreen Solutions
LLC.  Evergreen Solutions conducted a comprehensive compensation and benefits study in 2013 and their
recommendations were implemented in 2014.  Evergreen’s previous contract with the City and completion of
personnel services work for the City allows them to be selected as a sole source provider.  Evergreen Solutions
submit a proposal in an amount not to exceed $15,000.   Funding was included in the approved FY17 Operating
Budget. 

Next Steps:
Upon legal review and execution of a contract, Evergreen will begin services NLT 15 August.

Fiscal Impact:
$15,000.00

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
N/A

Strategic Goals:
Goal 4 - Foster Excellence in all City Operations 116

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/20519/Evergreen_Solutions_Memo_1ten_07_16-1v1.pdf


4.2 - Recruit, develop, and retain a first-rate workforce by providing opportunities for appropriate professional
development and ensuring a professional working environment with competitive compensation.
4.3 - Ensure policies, procedures, and practices meet or exceed accredited or nationally recognized standards. 

Legal Review Required?
Complete
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Memo
To: Mayor and Council

From: Vivian Snellman, Director Human Resources

Thru:            Tracey E. Nicholson, City Administrator  

Date: July 6, 2016

Re: Proposal to Contract w/ Evergreen Solutions LLC for Personnel Related Issues

The City of Hyattsville requires contract support to perform three separate directed and/or required personnel 
actions. The proposed vendor is Evergreen Solutions LLC.  Evergreen Solutions conducted a comprehensive 
compensation and benefits study for the City in 2013 and their recommendations were implemented in 2014.  
Evergreen’s previous contract and completion of personnel services work for the City as well as t heir extensive 
knowledge of the City’s personnel policies and practices affords them the ability to accomplish the new tasks in 
the most efficient, cost effective and timely manner.  As a result, they can be selected as a sole source provider in 
accordance with the City’s procurement policy.  

Evergreen Solutions submit a proposal in an amount not to exceed $15,000. The scope of work will address the 
following personnel related issues:

(1) Develop a 25-step salary range for all employees based on the existing 19-step salary range, with a rate 
of increase per step and consistent with peer municipalities. 

(2) Develop an Executive Pay Scale and Pay Grade Assignments for seven senior director classifications. 
Motion 20-02-16 directed the City Attorney to draft legislation to amend Article II - Administration of 
Government and Article VI - Personnel to reflect transition of all contracted personnel with the exception of the 
City Administrator to an appropriate pay scale.  The motion further directed the City Attorney to draft legislation 
to amend all references to Department Heads to Department Directors in the Hyattsville City Charter and Code 
and authorize the Director of Human Resources to develop a transition plan for movement of all contract 
personnel (except the City Administrator) to an appropriate pay scale.

(3) Review sworn officer promotion formulas and provide recommendations on sworn and administrative 
personnel promotion policies and calculations.  

Funding for this study was included in the Human Resources 2017 Operating Budget.

City of Hyattsville
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: City Clerk 

SUBJECT
Appointment to the Health, Wellness and Recreation Advisory Committee

Motion #
14-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Abdoulaye Bangoura (Ward 3) to the Health, Wellness and Recreation
Advisory Committee for a term of 2 years to expire on August 1, 2018.

Sponsor(s):
Haba

ATTACHMENTS
Bangoura_HWRAC Application_redacted.pdf

Summary Background:
The HWRAC was established by the City Council in November 2015. The first meeting of the Committee was held in
July 2016.  

Next Steps:
Staff liaisons for HWRAC Committee will reach out to the new appointee to invite them to attend the next meeting. 

Fiscal Impact:
None

City Administrator Comments:
N/A

Community Engagement:
Agendas for the HWRAC Meetings will be posted on the City's website. Meetings are open to the public and all are
encouraged to attend. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1 - Ensure Transparent & Accessible Governance
Action 1.1 - Provide information and opportunities for resident participation in civic endeavors. 

Legal Review Required?
N/A

119

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/20575/Bangoura_HWRAC_Application_redacted.pdf


First Name Last Name

Email Address

Street Address Suite or Apt

City State Postal Code

Primary Phone Alternate Phone

Referred By:

Submit Date: Jul 19, 2016
Status: submitted

City of Hyattsville

Board, Committee and Commission Application

Profile

To find your City Ward, click on this link! http://www.hyattsville.org/538/Residency-Verification-Page 

Ward

Which Boards would you like to apply for?

Health, Wellness and Recreation Advisory Committee

Biographical Statement

I am Veterinarian from Guinea (West Africa), studying Public Health at the George Washington University. I
have been living in Hyattsville for the past three years. Hyattsville is home for me that why I would like to
contribute to it development.

Abdoulaye Bangoura

Ward 3

Mr. Edouard Haba

Abdoulaye Bangoura Page 1 of 1
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: City Clerk 

SUBJECT
Appointment to the Police and Public Safety Advisory Committee

Motion #
15-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Jennifer Bangoura (Ward 3) to the Police and Public Safety Advisory
Committee for a term of 2 years to expire on August 1, 2018.

Sponsor(s):
Haba

ATTACHMENTS
Bangoura_PPSAC Application_redacted.pdf

Summary Background:
The next PPSAC Committee Meeting is scheduled for August 3, 2016.

Next Steps:
The staff liaison will reach out to the new appointee to invite them to attend the next meeting. 

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

City Administrator Comments:
N/A

Community Engagement:
Agendas for the Police and Public Safety Advisory Committee Meetings will be posted on the City's website.
Meetings are open to the public and all are encouraged to attend. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1 - Ensure Transparent and Accessible Governance

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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First Name Last Name

Email Address

Street Address Suite or Apt

City State Postal Code

Primary Phone Alternate Phone

Referred By:

Submit Date: Jul 19, 2016
Status: submitted

City of Hyattsville

Board, Committee and Commission Application

Profile

To find your City Ward, click on this link! http://www.hyattsville.org/538/Residency-Verification-Page 

Ward

Which Boards would you like to apply for?

Police & Public Safety Citizens' Advisory Committee

Biographical Statement

I would like to join the Police and Public Safety Citizens' Advisory Committee to support my community and
positive relationships between our police and Hyattsville residents. I want to live in a community built on trust
and mutual support and hope my contributions to this committee would in some small way help nourish that.

Jennifer Bangoura

Ward 2

Edouard Haba

Jennifer Bangoura Page 1 of 1
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: City Clerk 

SUBJECT
Appointment to the Code Compliance Advisory Committee

Motion #
16-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council appoint Edward Bohls (Ward 2) to the Code Compliance Advisory Committee for a
term of 2 years to expire on August 1, 2018.

Sponsor(s):
Warner, Perry

ATTACHMENTS
Bohls_Code Application_redacted.pdf

Summary Background:
The Code Compliance Advisory Committee is currently on break for the summer. Regular meetings will resume in
September.

Next Steps:
The staff liaison for Code Compliance Advisory Committee will reach out to the new appointee to invite them to
attend the next meeting. 

Fiscal Impact:
None

City Administrator Comments:
N/A

Community Engagement:
Agendas for the Code Compliance Advisory Committee Meetings will be posted on the City's website. Meetings are
open to the public and all are encouraged to attend. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1 - Ensure Transparent & Accessible Governance
Action 1.1 - Provide information and opportunities for resident participation in civic endeavors. 

Legal Review Required?
N/A

123

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/20596/Bohls_Code_Application_redacted.pdf


First Name Last Name

Email Address

Street Address Suite or Apt

City State Postal Code

Primary Phone Alternate Phone

Referred By:

Submit Date: Jul 13, 2016
Status: submitted

City of Hyattsville

Board, Committee and Commission Application

Profile

To find your City Ward, click on this link! http://www.hyattsville.org/538/Residency-Verification-Page 

Ward

Which Boards would you like to apply for?

Code Compliance Advisory Committee

Biographical Statement

I've lived in Hyattsville for 7 1/2 years. I'm on the board of the Hyattsville Preservation Association. I love
Hyattsville.

Edward Bohls

Ward 2

Edward Bohls Page 1 of 1
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Administration 

SUBJECT
Proclamation in Recognition of National Farmers Market Week 

Motion #
17-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council adopt a Proclamation in honor of National Farmers Market Week, August 7
through August 13, 2016.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
2016 Proclamation_Farmers Market.docx

Summary Background:
National Farmers Market Week will be held August 7 through 13, 2016. 

Next Steps:
The Hyattsville Farmers Market will celebrate Farmers Market Week on Tuesday, August 9th with a cooking
demonstration and food tastings. Storyteller, cook and author, Jonathan Bardzik will share delicious recipes along
with helpful hints, useful techniques, and engaging stories. 

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Approval

Community Engagement:
N/A

Strategic Goals:
Goal 5 - Strengthen the City's Identity as a Diverse, Creative, and Welcoming Community
Action 5.1 - Create opportunities for community networking by developing accessible, inclusive, and diverse
recreational programs and events. 

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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Proclamation in Honor/Recognition of
National Farmers Market Week

August 7 through 13, 2016

Whereas, the State of Maryland and Prince George’s County have a rich history 
of agricultural bounty; and

Whereas, farmers markets provide fresh, affordable, nutritious, and locally 
grown food to consumers and provide support to local artisans, vendors and 
businesses; and

Whereas, farmers markets positively contribute to the economic and social 
vitality of many communities; and

Whereas, the City of Hyattsville’s Farmers Market has brought the best in fresh 
produce and other locally grown products to our residents for over a decade; and

Whereas, Maryland’s farmers markets support and recognize the last full week 
in July as Buy Local Week, and challenges every resident to pledge to eat at least 
one thing from a local farm for these seven days; and

Whereas, National Farmers Market Week and Buy Local Week are a great
resource to residents and local businesses; and

Whereas, The United States Department of Agriculture recognizes August 7
through August 13, 2016 as National Farmers Market Week, and encourages 
people of the United States to celebrate the benefits of farmers markets;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT PROCLAIMED, on behalf of all of the members 
of the City Council, staff, and residents of the City of Hyattsville, the week of 
August 7 through August 13, 2016 as National Farmers Market Week.

___________________ 
Candace B. Hollingsworth, Mayor August 1, 2016
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community & Economic Development 

SUBJECT
Selection of Parking Management Services Provider

Motion #
18-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of Passport Parking Inc. to provide the City with parking
management services with partner firms Duncan Solutions and LAZ providing specialized sub-contracted services,
including the acquisition of parking equipment not to exceed a total cost of $380,000, and authorize the City
Administrator to execute a contract for services, for a term of three (3) years with an additional one-year term based
on performance, upon the legal review and approval of the City Attorney.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator 

ATTACHMENTS
Memo - Parking Management Services RFP Selection.docx

Summary Background:
On July 18th, the Staff briefed the Mayor and Council on the procurement, evaluation and recommendation of a
parking management services provider.

Next Steps:
Staff will be scheduling working meetings with the selected firm to finalize an implementation schedule. 
Equipment will be available for installation approximately 8 weeks after receipt of a purchase order from the City. 
Therefore, we expect equipment to be deployed no later than the second week of October 2016.

Fiscal Impact:
Funding for this project is included in City's FY2017 Community & Economic Development Operating and Capital
budget.

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Approval 

Community Engagement:
The City will inform and educate the public on the new system prior to and following implementation.  
Previously, the staff conducted a customer survey which was completed by 500+ respondents. In addition, the City
hosted a working group meeting with City businesses and commercial property owners prior to the development of
the solicitation. This allowed us to obtain feedback on existing operations and input on equipment functionality. We
believe that the flexibility of the proposed system and its focus on customer experience responds to the
deficiencies noted in current operations and will provide an improved user experience. 127
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Strategic Goals:
Goal 2: Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the City
Action 2.2 – Invest and manage City infrastructure including streets, sidewalks and public facilities 

Legal Review Required?
Pending
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Memo
To: Mayor and Council

From: Jim Chandler, Director, Community and Economic Development 

CC: Tracey Nicholson, City Administrator
Ron Brooks, City Treasurer
Chris Giunta, Manager, Code & Parking Compliance

Date: July 29, 2016

Re: Recommendation for Selection of Parking Management Services  

This memorandum is to advise the Mayor and Council regarding the procurement of parking
management services, an overview of the solicitation process and a recommendation for 
awarding a contract for services.

RFP Summary
On March 11, 2016, the City of Hyattsville issued a request for proposal (RFP) to procure 
a firm, or partnership of firms, to provide the City with parking management services, 
which included the following:

 System Management
 Parking citation issuance
 Citation processing services
 Permitting
 Meter collections and coin processing
 Parking meter equipment

In our preparation of the solicitation and throughout the vetting process, our focus was 
to improve the parking experience of our customers while providing the City with more 
efficient management and operations platform.
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Minimum Requirements
The RFP document specified that firms responding to the solicitation were required to 
meet the minimum eligibility qualifications in order for their proposal to be eligible for
consideration: 

 A minimum of three years experience in providing municipal governments with 
parking management systems and equipment, including the management of 
parking systems for at least two municipalities in North America.

 The system must be able to integrate with an Enterprise Resource Planning (ERO 
Platform.

 The management system must be cloud based.
 The vendor must be PCI DSS and PCI-PA DSS Level 1 certified.
 The citation issuance must be available via smart phone and laptop.

Firms were advised through the RFP document that the City intends to select up to three
(3) firms through this solicitation process to perform an in-person demonstration of its 
products, services and personnel.  The firm determined to best meet the needs 
articulated in this solicitation will be recommended the award of a contract by the City 
Council.  The firm selected through this solicitation will be required to have the new 
parking management hardware and software system operational and staff training 
completed by December 1, 2016.

Proposed Scope of Services
The following is a summary of the proposed scope of services included in the RFP 
document: 

 Customer Service:  IVR (Phone) and web based support for users and City staff.
 System Management:  Management dashboard, real-time reporting, monthly 

settlement reporting and annual/fiscal year audit reporting.
 Parking citation issuance:  The City will transition from the expensive and heavy 

ticket writing handheld machines to a smartphone application with blue-tooth 
printer.  The Police Department will also move from hand-written paper tickets to 
a cloud-based application that will synchronize with the existing Mobile Data 
Terminals (MDT’s) in Patrol vehicles.

 Citation processing services:  Fully integrated and automated citation and 
payment processing utilizing payments via mail, phone and web. 

 Permitting:  Web-based permit management that offers flexibility for both 
administration and users for any current or future public parking lot, residential 
zone or other permitting needs.

 Meter collections and processing:  Field service of secured meter collection, 
counting (currently performed in-house) and armored deposit service; 
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 Parking meter equipment:  Replacement of existing, aged equipment with 
equipment that will meet, or exceed, the expectations of our parking customers 
and business community.  New equipment must include real-time rate and 
operation adjustments, dashboard reporting, maintenance “push” notification, 
weather resistant & avoid rust/corrosion, include point-of-sale coin auditing and 
provide an intuitive experience for our customers.

RFP Process
March 11, 2016: Solicitation I s s u a n c e
April 4, 2016:  Optional Pre-bid Conference
April 8, 2016:  Question Period Concludes
April 21, 2016:  Bids Due
April 22, 2016:  Bid Opening
April 22, 2016: Evaluation Period Commences
May 5, 2016:  Notification of Selection of Top 3 Proposals
May 20, 2016:  Interview of Top 3 Firms
May 24, 2016:  Evaluation Period Concludes

Pre-Bid Conference
On April 4, 2016, the City hosted a pre-bid conference for firms interested in submitting a 
response to the RFP solicitation with the opportunity to ask questions of the City with respect 
to the requested scope of services and a tour of the City’s existing parking environment.  
Questions that could not be answered during the pre-bid conference were provided to the 
firms in attendance seven (7) days after the pre-bid conference.  

RFP Review Panel
The following City staff members participated in the proposal review and interview process:

Jim Chandler, Assistant City Administrator and Director of Com & Economic Development
Chris Giunta, Manager, Code & Parking Compliance
Julius Wiggins, Supervisor, Contracts, Grants & Procurement
Juan Granados, Parking Aide II 
Noah Pomeranz, Parking Aide I
Sgt. Rich Hartnett, Police Department (Interview Only)

RFP Responses
On April 22, 2016 the City opened each of the seven (7) submitted proposals and each of the 
proposals was reviewed for basic requirements including the completion of all required 
submittal documents.
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Technical Proposal Analysis & Evaluation

The proposal was distributed to each of the members of the RFP Review Panel along with the 
analysis score sheet.  The proposals were evaluated independently by each of the members of 
the Panel based on the established criteria including: 

 Firm’s and personnel qualifications and experience;
 Letter of commitment from the firm, verifying that all services detailed in the

solicitation and further detailed in the firm’s proposal will be operational by December 
1, 2016;

 Parking equipment performance, durability and network reliability; 
 Details responding to each of the category of services articulated in the Scope of 

Services;
 Summary of three (3) similar parking services projects implemented within the past 5 

years;
 Commitment, operations and resources to support customer service response; 
 Equipment performance, operability and replacement schedule;
 References from three (3) client communities of similar scale and parking services;  
 Sealed Dollar Bid Proposal.  

The firm’s business licenses and corporate standing were found to be “In Good Standing” with 
the State of Maryland.  The Maryland Department of General Services provides their latest list 

Firm Address Subcontractor(s) Minimum Requirements 
Met

Passport Parking 
Inc.

1300 S. Mint Street, Suite 
200, Charlotte, NC 28203 

Duncan Solutions
LAZ (Equipment, 
collections, training)

Yes

T2 Systems, Inc. 8900 Keystone Crossing, 
Suite 700, Indianapolis, 
IN 46240

No subcontractors Yes

Republic Parking 
System

633 Chestnut Street, 
Suite 2000, Chattanooga, 
TN 37450

IPS (Equipment)
MCS (Citation 
Issuance, application 
management, 
systems training)

Yes

IPS Group Inc. 5601 Oberlin Drive, Suite 
100, San Diego, CA 92121

Equipment only Yes

Civic Smart 316 N. Milwaukee Street, 
Suite 202, Milwaukee, WI 
53202

Equipment only Yes
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of firms debarred from providing services to the State on their web site and none of the 
respondent firms were found on the list, and all certify that they are not debarred from 
serving the State of Maryland or other governmental entity. References of the firm were then 
checked for authenticity via phone and validated.

 Passport Parking, Inc.:    Passport Parking’s bid was comprised of Passport 
providing citation issuance and permitting, citation processing provided by 
Duncan Solutions and LAZ parking is proposed to manage coin collections, 
processing and deposit as well as furnishing of meter equipment.  LAZ included in 
its proposal a Solar Powered Strada Rapide Pay-and-Display pay station machines 
and IPS M5 Single-Space Meters. 

o Summary Analysis:  The proposal submitted by Passport Parking, through 
a partnership with Duncan Solutions and LAZ, provided a comprehensive 
scope of services to address each of the services requested by the City.  
The proposal includes transitioning Duncan Solutions out of the current 
role of citation issuance and as the City’s equipment provider, while 
maintaining the firm’s services on the core businesses services that 
Duncan solutions specializes in:  back end management, citation 
processing and collections services.  The management system is “cloud” 
based, with real-time permitting and citation issuance managed through a 
smart phone application and laptop (Police Department).  The services 
proposed by LAZ are a full-service operation, including the maintenance of 
parking equipment, the point-of-sale collection of meter coin, coin count 
and deposit.  The proposal included IPS M5 Single Space Meters, a zinc 
alloy meter dome and UV resistant, anti-fog cover.  The meter has a tri-
colored LED light and is powered by a solar panel and rechargeable back-
up battery.  LAZ recommended the use of a Solar Powered Strada Rapide 
Pay-and-Display pay station.  Staff has reviewed the proposed pay-and-
display multi-space meter does not recommend the use for the following 
reasons: the equipment is more prone to paper jams from “spitter” 
receipts, the additional and unnecessary paper that created and the 
requirement for customers to walk back to their vehicle to display the 
receipt on the interior window of the vehicle.  The Staff was satisfied with 
the firm’s proposal and the firm was invited to participate in the 
interview evaluation session.

 T2 Systems, Inc:  The proposal submitted by T2 Systems detailed citation 
issuance, processing, permitting and Luke II multi-space meters furnished by T2, 
with coin collection, processing and deposits sub-contracted to SP+.  The proposal 
did not include a single-space meter option, instead recommending the multi-
space meter in lieu of a single-space meter.    

133



6 | P a g e

o Summary Analysis:  The firm’s response was a comprehensive suite of 
hardware and software provided by T2 Systems, which included system 
management, customer & technical support, citation issuance, permitting 
and equipment with processing of coin and deposits sub-contracted to 
SP+.  The management system is “cloud” based, with real-time permitting 
and citation issuance managed through a smart phone application and 
laptop (Police Department).  The firm’s proposed Luke II multi-space meter 
includes a LCD screen and operates on a 3G system, is available in pay-by-
space (our current configuration), pay by license plate, or pay and display a 
receipt.  The Staff was satisfied with the firm’s proposal and the firm 
was invited to participate in the interview evaluation session.   

 Republic Parking Systems:  The proposal submitted by Republic Parking Systems 
proposed the partnering with subcontractors, Municipal Citation Solutions as the 
customer service and citation issuance provider and IPS Group for equipment.  
The firm’s proposal was comprehensive and included the Windows-based parking 
management platform Violation & Ticketing System (VATS) with issuance from a 
mobile phone.   The firm’s response included IPS M5 Single Space Meters, a zinc 
alloy meter dome and UV resistant, anti-fog cover.  The meter has a tri-colored 
LED light and is powered by a solar panel and rechargeable back-up battery.  The 
firm’s response also included an MS 1 Pay Station, which operates on a 4G 
network, is available in pay-by-space (our current configuration), pay by license 
plate, or pay and display a receipt.  The units include a full keyboard and operate 
with IntelliTouch, which allows the user to complete a transaction in any 
sequence, which then guides the user through the payment.

o Summary Analysis:  Overall, the firm’s core business is parking 
management of parking garages and coin collection processing, as it does 
for the cities of Lexington, KY, Ann Arbor, MI, Chattanooga, TN and 
Lincoln, NE.  The firm’s secondary discipline’s system management and 
citation processing.  Staff had some concerns about the customer support 
is not currently available in Spanish, though the firm stated in its proposal 
it could have that service available, and the dashboard management 
system did not appear to be as intuitive and modern as the systems 
proposed by the other firms responding to this solicitation.  Staff was very 
satisfied with the proposed equipment, specifically the capability and 
features available with IPS Group 4G multi-space meter and M5 Single 
Space Meter. The Staff was generally satisfied with the firm’s proposal
and that an interview may help to alleviate concerns identified in th and 
the firm was invited to participate in the interview evaluation session.

 IPS Group Inc.:  The proposal submitted by IPS Group was limited to parking 
equipment; a multi-space system and a single-space meter option.
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o Summary Analysis:  The firm’s response included their M5 Single Space 
Meters, a zinc alloy meter dome and UV resistant, anti-fog cover. The 
meter has a tri-colored LED light and is powered by a solar panel and 
rechargeable back-up battery.  The firm’s response also included an MS 1 
Pay Station, which operates on a 4G network, is available in pay-by-space 
(our current configuration), pay by license plate, or pay and display a 
receipt.  The units include a full keyboard and operate with IntelliTouch, 
which allows the user to complete a transaction in any sequence, which 
then guides the user through the payment.  Overall, staff was satisfied
with the firm’s equipment proposal, but due to the limited scope and the 
firm being included as a sub-contractor to Republic Parking Systems, IPS 
Group was not invited to participate in the interview evaluation as a 
‘stand-alone’ proposal.

 Civic Smart: The proposal submitted by Civic Smart was limited to parking 
equipment.

o Summary Analysis: The firm recently purchased single-space ‘Liberty’ from 
Duncan Parking Technologies (Solutions), the City’s current single-space 
parking meter.  The firm proposed utilizing Parking Enterprise 
Management System (PEMS) and did not propose sub-contractor 
partnerships to fulfill the balance of services sought by the City.  While the 
‘Liberty’ product is an effective and durable product, it has not kept pace 
with the technological capabilities of its competitors.  The City has 
experienced significant fogging and water penetration issues with the 
equipment and we remain unsatisfied with the ability of the equipment to 
seamlessly implement adjustments to the equipment.  The City has also 
experienced a significant lack of responsive technical service assistance 
from Civic Smart since the Liberty was acquired from Duncan.  The firm 
was not invited to participate in the interview evaluations.

Based on a thorough analysis of the content for each of the seven proposals received, the Review 
Panel recommended the following three (3) firms be extended invitations to participate in in-
person presentation and interviews:

 T2 Systems, Inc.
 Republic Parking
 Passport Parking, Inc.

Presentation &  Interview Evaluations
On May 20, 2016, the top-3 recommended firms provided the City with a 45 – 60 minute in-person 
presentation further detailing the capability of their firm’s services and fielded questions from the 
Review Panel including, but not limited to the following:

 Highlighting which feature distinguishes its product from its competition
 Biggest criticism of its software & proposed hardware
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 Hardware functionality 
 Permitting capabilities 
 Citation management & processing
 Customer service responsiveness and reliability
 ERP integration
 System flexibility & technology reinvestment strategy

At the conclusion of the presentation and interview sessions, the Reviewer’s were asked to rank 
the three firms in order of preference based on their respective presentation and responses to 
question categories.  The following represents the ranked order for each of the three firms:

 Passport Parking:  1st

 T2 Systems Inc.:  2nd

 Republic Parking:  3rd

Client References
At the conclusion of the presentation and interview evaluations, staff proceeded to complete due 
diligence by completing reference checks of existing and former clients of each of the top-3 firms.  
The purpose of the reference checks was to assess the implementation and operational 
performance of each firm and gain a sense of whether the respective municipality/agency would 
select the firm again if provided the opportunity.

Firm Clients
Passport New Haven, CT & Seaside, FL
T2 Systems University of Maryland – College Park
Republic Parking City of Baltimore, MD
IPS Group Prince George’s County Revenue Authority (Equipment Only)

Based on our discussions with the parking management agencies identified in the list above, we 
ascertained the following information:

Contract Award Recommendation

In 2011, with the transfer of parking operations to Community & Economic Development, based 
on the personnel experience, resources and financial position, the City staff made a strategic 
decision to simplify parking management, field operations and equipment for the purpose of 
providing customers and staff with a solid foundation and pre-set parking experience.  By 
consciously choosing the philosophy of “focusing on the basics”, we understood that it was 
necessary to accept that it was not a dynamic system and that certain aspects of the system, 
primarily the issuance methodology and meter equipment, would need to be acceptable in the 
short-term.  In our review of the proposals provided to the City in response to this solicitation, it 
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became apparent that the ability of a single vendor solution to meet the needs and demands of 
our customers was no longer a reality and that a partnership of specialized vendors, under the 
management of prime vendor, would allow us to be more nimble in providing our residents the 
best parking experience using the most modern equipment and management tool.

The City of Hyattsville has completed a thorough solicitation processes for pay-by-phone parking 
services, for a community of similar size, in the region.  We have reviewed the written proposals, 
assessed the capabilities of the top-3 firms and in our collective professional judgment are 
recommending the proposal submitted by Passport Parking, Inc. as the firm to provide 
management parking services, with partner firms Duncan Solutions and LAZ providing specialized 
sub-contracted services to the City of Hyattsville.  

Our recommendation is based on the professional opinion that Passport Parking, Inc. is the best fit 
for customers parking in Hyattsville and City staff responsible for managing parking.  We are 
recommending the replacement of the firm’s recommended multi-space meter with the selection 
of IPS multi-space meter 4G meters and single-space meter equipment to be installed by LAZ 
parking.  We will also be utilizing a 48-month extended warranty on all equipment.  

LAZ provided the City with a lease-financing option for the purchase of the equipment, which was
reviewed, in consultation with the City Treasurer, and it was determined that purchasing the 
equipment outright and financing through a bond issuance that is packaged with other financed 
capital projects at a significantly lower interest rate.  The City will also continue to operate with 
separate meter collection and armored car coin transfer contractor.  Due to a lack of cost/benefit 
will not be utilizing LAZ to perform commence coin collection, count and transfer services, but will 
contract through LAZ for the equipment purchase, installation, system integration and technical 
services.

Service Fee Schedule
Citation Issuance Fee $4.00 per citation issued (currently $4.54)
Web and IVR Convenience Fee Unit Cost $3.50 per citation (currently $3.00)
Postage $.0415
Permit Fees $3.50 per permit
Collections 27.5% (currently 30%)
Start-up & Training Included at no cost
Multi-space Meter based on 30 units $7,224
Single-space Meter based on 130 units $597.50
Multi-space Meter installation $600 per unit
Multi-space Meter Extended Warranties $295 (additional 12-months) - $995 (48-months)
Single-space Meter Extended Warranties $50 (additional 12-months) - $170 (48-months)
Single-space Meter installation $20 per unit
Point of sale collection, count & cash deposit Scope of services is being discussed with the City based on 

current and future levels of service, with a final fee 
schedule rate anticipated by July 22, 2016.
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Equipment will be available for installation approximately 8 weeks after receipt of a purchase 
order from the City.  Therefore, provided a contract is authorized on or by August 1, 2016, we 
would expect equipment to be deployed no later than the second week of October 2016.

Though Passport Parking, Inc. was selected as the mobile parking payment vendor for the City, the 
contracts for both services will remain separate; however Passport Parking has offered an 
additional reduction in the mobile parking payment user fee, for a new rate of $.10 per 
transaction. 
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Finance 

SUBJECT
Hyattsville Resolution 2016-03: Issuance of Refunding Bonds Relating to the University Town Center Special Taxing
District in City of Hyattsville (5 minutes)

Motion #
19-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council adopt Hyattsville Resolution 2016-03 for the Issuance of Refunding Bonds Relating
to the University Town Center Special Taxing District in the City of Hyattsville in an aggregate principal amount not to
exceed $17,750,000, at an interest rate or rates not to exceed 5% per annum. This issue will be for the purpose of
refunding or advance refunding in whole or in part the outstanding City of Hyattsville Special Obligation Bonds
(University Town Center Project), Series 2004 and funding or paying other costs permitted within RESOLUTION
2016-03.  Additionally, RESOLUTION 2016-03 provides that such refunding bonds and the interest thereon shall never
constitute a general obligation debt of, or a pledge of the City's full faith and credit or taxing powers; such refunding
bonds shall be payable solely from special taxes levied on property within the University Town Center Special Taxing
District in accordance with the existing Rate and Method identified in RESOLUTION 2016-03.  RESOLUTION 2016-03
authorizes the Mayor by executive order (as permitted by the Special Taxing District Act) to make certain approvals
and determinations relating to any such refunding bonds and the documents relating thereto. (SECOND READING).  

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Resolution 2016-03_UTC.docx

Legal Notice of Public Hearing_HR 2016 03.pdf

Summary Background:
In 2004 under a Designation Resolution, the City designated a contiguous area in the City and created the University
Town Center Special Taxing District. Included in that resolution the City issued bonds in the aggregate principal
amount of $18,000,000 for the following purposes: initially finance or reimburse the cost of infrastructure
improvements, establish a debt service reserve fund, pay issuance costs of the bonds, fund capitalized interest and
pay other costs as permitted by the Act. Currently in the Series 2004 Bonds there is approximately $16,640,000 in
callable bonds that can be refinanced at lower rates to create significant savings due to reduced interest rates and
debt service payments for the UTC owners.

Next Steps:
Upon passage of the resolution by Council, bonds will issued for sale to investors on the open market. 

Fiscal Impact: 139

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/20602/Resolution_2016-03_UTC.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/20610/Legal_Notice_of_Public_Hearing_HR_2016_03.pdf


No fiscal impact to the City's operating funds. This refunding provides the owners of the UTC project a reduced
interest rate and reduction in their debt service payments.  

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
A first reading of the Resolution was held at the Council Meeting of July 18, 2016. A public hearing on the issuance of
these bonds will be held at 7 PM on Monday, August 1, 2016 in City Council Chambers. Notification of the Public
Hearing was published in the Prince George's Sentinel and posted in the Municipal Building. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 2 – Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the City 

Legal Review Required?
Pending
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HYATTSVILLE RESOLUTION 2016-03

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND EMPOWERING, PURSUANT TO NOTICE AND 
A PUBLIC HEARING, CITY OF HYATTSVILLE (THE “CITY”) TO ISSUE, SELL AND 
DELIVER, IN ONE OR MORE SERIES FROM TIME TO TIME, ITS REVENUE BONDS, 
NOTES OR OTHER SIMILAR INSTRUMENTS (THE “REFUNDING BONDS”) IN AN 
AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $17,750,000.00 AND BEARING 
INTEREST AT A RATE OR RATES NOT TO EXCEED 5.00% PER ANNUM FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF CURRENTLY REFUNDING OR ADVANCE REFUNDING IN WHOLE 
OR IN PART THE CITY’S THEN-OUTSTANDING SPECIAL OBLIGATION BONDS 
(UNIVERSITY TOWN CENTER PROJECT), SERIES 2004 (THE “SERIES 2004 
BONDS”) AND FUNDING OR PAYING OTHER COSTS PERMITTED UNDER THE 
ACT IDENTIFIED HEREIN; PROVIDING THAT SUCH REFUNDING BONDS AND 
THE INTEREST THEREON SHALL NEVER CONSTITUTE A GENERAL 
OBLIGATION DEBT OF OR A PLEDGE OF THE CITY’S FULL FAITH AND CREDIT 
OR TAXING POWERS; PROVIDING FOR THE FURTHER SPECIFICATION, 
PRESCRIPTION, DETERMINATION, PROVISION FOR OR APPROVAL OF VARIOUS 
OTHER MATTERS, DETAILS, DOCUMENTS AND PROCEDURES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE AUTHORIZATION, ISSUANCE, SECURITY, SALE AND PAYMENT FOR 
ANY SUCH REFUNDING BONDS; MAKING CERTAIN LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS, 
AMONG OTHERS, CONCERNING THE PUBLIC BENEFIT OF THE MATTERS 
CONTEMPLATED BY THIS RESOLUTION; CONFIRMING THE CITY’S 
OBLIGATION TO, AND COVENANTING TO, IMPOSE, LEVY AND COLLECT
SPECIAL TAXES WITHIN THE UNIVERSITY TOWN CENTER SPECIAL TAXING 
DISTRICT IDENTIFED HEREIN IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RATE AND METHOD 
IDENTIFIED HEREIN IN ORDER TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT REVENUES TO PAY 
DEBT SERVICE ON ANY OUTSTANDING REFUNDING BONDS AND SERIES 2004 
BONDS AND TO FUND OTHER COSTS AND EXPENSES PERMITTED BY THE ACT, 
AND CONFIRMING THE CITY’S PLEDGE TO DEPOSIT SUCH SPECIAL TAXES IN 
THE SPECIAL FUND IDENTIFIED HEREIN ESTABLISHED PURSUANT TO 
HYATTSVILLE RESOLUTION 2004-02; AND GENERALLY PROVIDING FOR OR 
RELATING TO SUCH REFUNDING BONDS.

RECITALS

WHEREAS, in 2004, Section 44A of Article 23A of the Annotated Code of Maryland, 
(now codified as Sections 21-407 to 21-422, inclusive, of the Local Government Article of the 
Annotated Code of Maryland, and as the same may be further amended, supplemented or replaced, 
the “Act”), authorized any municipal corporation of the State of Maryland to create a “special 
taxing district” (as such term was used in the Act), levy ad valorem taxes or special taxes and 
borrow money by issuing and selling its “bonds” (as such term was used in the Act) for the purpose, 
among others, of financing, refinancing or reimbursing the “cost” (as such term was used in the 
Act) of the design, construction, establishment, extension, alteration or acquisition of adequate 
storm drainage systems, sewers, water systems, roads, bridges, culverts, tunnels, streets, sidewalks, 
lighting, parking, parks and recreation facilities, libraries, schools, and other “infrastructure 
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improvements” (as such term was used in the Act) as necessary, whether situated within the special 
taxing district or the municipal corporation or outside of the municipal corporation if notification 
is given to the governmental unit having jurisdiction over the infrastructure improvement and if 
the infrastructure improvement is reasonably related to other infrastructure improvements within 
the special taxing district, for the development and utilization of land, each with respect to any 
defined geographic region within the municipal corporation, funding a debt service reserve fund, 
paying the costs of issuing such bonds, and paying interest before, during, or for a limited period 
of time after constructing the infrastructure improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority of the Act (as then codified), and Hyattsville 
Resolution 2004-02, adopted by the City Council of the City of Hyattsville (the “City Council”) 
on February 17, 2004 and effective on February 17, 2004 (the “Designation Resolution”), City of 
Hyattsville, a Maryland municipal corporation and a municipality within the meaning of the
current codification of the Act and the Refunding Act identified herein (the “City”), designated a 
contiguous area in the City totaling approximately 23.3693 acres and identified in the Designation 
Resolution as the “University Town Center Special Taxing District”, a “special taxing district” 
within the meaning of the Act (the “District”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Designation Resolution, the City also created the “special 
fund” required by the Act, which special fund is designated as the “University Town Center Special 
Taxing District Special Fund” (the “Special Fund”), and pledged to the Special Fund the proceeds 
of the ad valorem or special tax to be imposed pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, the Act provides that any “bonds” issued pursuant thereto may be in the nature 
of revenue bonds, notes or other similar instruments; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority of the Act and Hyattsville Resolution 2004-03, 
adopted by the City Council on February 17, 2004 and effective on February 17, 2004 (the “2004 
Bond Resolution”), the City authorized the issuance of “bonds” (within the meaning of the Act) in 
one or more series from time to time in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed 
$18,000,000.00 (the “Authorized Bonds”) in order to initially finance or reimburse the “cost”
(within the meaning of the Act) of certain “infrastructure improvements” (within the meaning of 
the Act) benefiting the District, to establish a debt service reserve fund, to pay issuance costs of 
such bonds, to fund capitalized interest and to pay any other costs, as permitted by the Act, such 
Authorized Bonds to be payable from amounts on deposit in the Special Fund; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Act and the 2004 Bond Resolution, the City provided 
for the imposition, levy and collection pursuant to the Act of non-ad valorem special taxes (the 
“Special Tax”) upon all real and personal property within the Special Taxing District, unless 
exempted by law or the provisions of the “City of Hyattsville, Maryland University Town Center 
Special Taxing District Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Taxes” that was attached 
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to the 2004 Bond Resolution as Exhibit A and approved and adopted pursuant to the 2004 Bond 
Resolution (the “Rate and Method”); and

WHEREAS, as permitted by the Act, pursuant to the 2004 Bond Resolution, the City 
Council delegated the authority to the Mayor of the City (the “Mayor”) by executive order to 
determine and approve certain details of and documents relating to the Authorized Bonds, within 
the limitations stated in the 2004 Bond Resolution; and

WHEREAS, on August 24, 2004, pursuant to the authority of the Act, the Designation 
Resolution, the 2004 Bond Resolution, and executive orders of the Mayor dated August 9, 2004 
and August 23, 2004, the City issued the City of Hyattsville Special Obligation Bonds (University 
Town Center Project), Series 2004 in the original aggregate principal amount of $18,000,000 (the 
“Series 2004 Bonds”); and

WHEREAS, the Series 2004 Bonds were issued pursuant to an Indenture of Trust dated as 
of August 1, 2004 (the “Original Indenture”), between the City and SunTrust Bank, as trustee,
predecessor-in-interest to U.S. Bank National Association, the current trustee under the Original 
Indenture (the “Trustee”); and

WHEREAS, proceeds of the Series 2004 Bonds were applied to (i) the cost of street and 
road construction and improvements, retaining walls, water mains and hydrants, sewer mains and 
manholes, a storm drainage system, a bio retention pond, electrical/telecommunications 
improvements, earthwork and erosion control, reforestation, sculptures, plazas and related 
furniture and equipment, and signage, and such other infrastructure improvements within or 
outside the District as were permitted pursuant to the 2004 Bond Resolution and the Original 
Indenture, (ii) establishing a debt service reserve fund, (iii) paying costs of issuance of the Series 
2004 Bonds, (iv) funding capitalized interest on the Series 2004 Bonds, and (v) paying any other 
costs or expenses permitted by the Act; and

WHEREAS, the Series 2004 Bonds were issued as term bonds scheduled to mature on July 
1 in the following years and principal amounts and bearing interest at the following rates:

Year Principal Amount Interest Rate
2017    $   1,676,000      5.00%
2024         3,524,000      5.60

       2034       12,800,000      5.75; and

WHEREAS, the Series 2004 Bonds are subject to mandatory sinking fund redemption in 
the amounts set forth in such Series 2004 Bonds and in the Original Indenture as follows:  (i) the 
Series 2004 Bonds maturing on July 1, 2017 – on July 1 in the years 2009 to 2017, inclusive, (ii) 
the Series 2004 Bonds maturing on July 1, 2024 – on July 1 in the years 2018 to 2024, inclusive, 
and (iii) the Series 2004 Bonds maturing on July 1, 2034 – on  July 1 in the years 2025 to 2034, 
inclusive; and
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WHEREAS, the Series 2004 Bonds are currently outstanding in the approximate aggregate 
principal amount of $16,640,000.00; and

WHEREAS, the Series 2004 Bonds are subject to redemption prior to maturity on and after 
July 1, 2014, at the option of the City, as a whole or in part at any time at the following prices, 
expressed as percentages of the principal amount of the Series 2004 Bonds (or portions thereof) to 
be redeemed, plus accrued interest thereon to the date set for redemption:  

Period During Which Redeemed
(both dates inclusive) Redemption Price

     July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015 102%
     July 1, 2015 to June 30, 2016 101%

July 1, 2016 and thereafter         100%; and

WHEREAS, (i) the City is required to give notice to the Trustee of its election to optionally 
redeem any Series 2004 Bonds at least 45 days prior to the date fixed for redemption, or such fewer 
number of days’ notice as shall be acceptable to the Trustee, and (ii) the Trustee is required to 
given notice to the holders of any Series 2004 Bonds to be redeemed in whole or in part at least 
30 days prior to the date fixed for redemption; and

WHEREAS, the Original Indenture (i) authorizes the issuance of Additional Bonds (as 
defined therein) for, among other purposes, refunding or advance refunding any outstanding 
Bonds, (ii) defines “Bonds” as the Series 2004 Bonds and any Additional Bonds, and (iii) provides 
that Additional Bonds shall be issued pursuant to the provisions of a Supplemental Indenture (as 
defined therein); and

WHEREAS, the Rate and Method provides that the Special Tax shall be imposed, levied 
and collected with respect to any bonds or other debt (within the meaning of the Act) relating to 
the District, including refunding bonds; and

WHEREAS, as required by the Act, the District was created, the Designation Resolution 
and the 2004 Bond Resolution were adopted, and the Series 2004 Bonds were issued pursuant to 
an “Application to Create the University Town Center Special Taxing District and Provide for the 
Financing, Refinancing or Reimbursement of the Cost of Infrastructure Improvements Within and 
Outside the District” dated February 9, 2004 (the “Application”), which Application constituted
the request of the property owners required by Subsections (c)(1) and (g)(3)(ii) of the Act (as then 
codified); and

WHEREAS, paragraph 4 of the Application provides that the applicants also request that 
the City from time to time undertake to refinance all or a portion of any special obligations issued 
by the City to originally finance or reimburse infrastructure improvements contemplated on 
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Attachment 2 to the Application when and if market conditions favor any such refinancing or when 
a refinancing would be appropriate for any purpose permitted by applicable law, provided that any 
such refinancing does not result in an increase in the maximum special taxes or ad valorem taxes 
authorized to be levied on any class of property within the District pursuant to any rate and method 
authorized in connection with the special obligations issued for initial financing and 
reimbursement purposes; and

WHEREAS, Section 21-421 of the Act provides that bonds may be issued for the purpose 
of refunding bonds previously issued pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, in addition, Section 19-207 of the Local Government Article of the Annotated 
Code of Maryland (as the same may be amended, supplemented or replaced, the “Refunding Act”), 
provides that a municipality (among other governmental entities) that has the power under any 
general or special statutory authority to evidence an obligation for the payment of money by the 
issuance of its “bonds” (within the meaning of the Refunding Act, which includes bonds, 
certificates of indebtedness, interim certificates and notes), by whatever name known or source of 
funds secured, may issue new bonds to refund its outstanding bonds; and

WHEREAS, refunding bonds may be issued under the authority of the Refunding Act for 
the public purpose of (i) realizing a savings in the total cost of debt service on a direct comparison 
or present value basis, or (ii) debt restructuring that reduces the total cost of debt service, or (iii) 
debt restructuring that the municipality determines is in its best interest, is consistent with its long-
term financial plan, and realizes a financial objective of the municipality, including improving the 
relationship of debt service to any source of payment such as taxes, assessments and other charges; 
and

WHEREAS, the Refunding Act further provides that (i) the power to issue refunding bonds 
provided for thereunder shall be additional to any other power to borrow, and (ii) the procedures 
for the issuance of refunding bonds shall be the same as those applicable to the bonds being 
refunded, except that refunding bonds may be sold at a private sale, without soliciting bids, if the 
issuer determines in a public meeting that such private sale would be in the public interest; and

WHEREAS, the City has determined that under current market conditions a refunding of 
all or a portion of the outstanding Series 2004 Bonds may be effected that meets the requirements 
of the Act and the Refunding Act, does not require any increase in the maximum Special Tax 
provided for in the Rate and Method, and does not violate the provisions of paragraph 4 of the 
Application; and

WHEREAS, bonds issued for refunding purposes pursuant to the Act must be authorized 
by an ordinance or resolution of the issuer, and the refunding bonds authorized to be issued 
pursuant to the provisions of this Resolution in order to refund the then-outstanding Series 2004 
Bonds in whole or in part shall be issued and secured pursuant to the provisions of the Act and the 
Refunding Act; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21-417(d) of the Act, this Resolution, any executive order 
adopted in furtherance of this Resolution, and the imposition, levy and collection of the Special 
Tax may not be subject to any referendum by reason of any other State of Maryland or local law; 
and

WHEREAS, prior to issuing any refunding bonds relating to the District, the City has
determined to adopt this Resolution in order to comply with certain provisions of the Act and, to 
the extent applicable, the Refunding Act; and

WHEREAS, prior to adopting this Resolution, the City Council held a public hearing after 
giving at least 10 days’ notice before the date of the hearing in a newspaper of general circulation 
in the City of Hyattsville in accordance with Section 21-411 of the Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of City of Hyattsville, that:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS. The City Council hereby finds 
and determines that:

(a) The Recitals to this Resolution (the “Recitals”) are deemed a substantive part of 
this Resolution and are incorporated by reference herein, and capitalized terms defined in the 
Recitals and used herein shall have the meanings given to such terms in the Recitals.

(b) References in this Resolution to any official by title shall be deemed to refer (i) to any 
official authorized under the Charter of the City (the “Charter”) or other applicable law or authority
to act in such titled official’s stead during the absence or disability of such titled official, (ii) to any 
person who has been elected, appointed or designated to fill such position in an acting capacity under 
the Charter, the code of City ordinances (the “City Code”) or other applicable law or authority, (iii) 
to any person who serves in a “Deputy”, “Associate” or “Assistant” capacity as such an official, 
provided that the applicable responsibilities, rights or duties referred to herein have been delegated to 
such deputy, associate or assistant in accordance with applicable law or authority, and/or (iv) to the 
extent an identified official commonly uses another title not provided for in the Charter or the City 
Code, the official, however known, who is charged under the Charter, the City Code or other 
applicable law or authority with the applicable responsibilities, rights or duties referred to herein.  To 
the extent the Mayor is no longer the “chief executive officer” of the City (within the meaning of the 
Act) at the time the Mayor is authorized by this Resolution to specify, prescribe, determine, provide 
for, or approve by executive order any matters provided for herein, references in this Resolution to 
the Mayor determining such matters by executive order shall be construed to refer to the official of 
the City who constitutes the “chief executive officer” within the meaning of the Act.

(c) Terms used in the Recitals and elsewhere in this Resolution that are not specifically 
defined herein shall have the meanings given to such terms in the Act, the Refunding Act, the 

146



____________________
Underlining:  Indicates text added by amendment after introduction
Strike-through:  Indicates text deleted by amendment after introduction

- 7 -

Designation Resolution, the 2004 Bond Resolution, the Original Indenture or the Rate and Method, 
as applicable.

(d) By the adoption of the Designation Resolution and the 2004 Bond Resolution, the City 
Council complied with the provisions of Section 21-412 of the Act (requiring designation of the 
District, creation of the Special Fund and the pledge to the Special Fund of the proceeds of the Special 
Tax) and Section 21-414 of the Act (requiring the City to provide for the imposition of the Special 
Tax) as such activities relate to the Refunding Bonds identified in Section 2 of this Resolution and 
are required to be undertaken by Section 21-417(b)(2)(i) of  Act, inasmuch as the corresponding 
provisions of the Designation Resolution and the 2004 Bond Resolution are not intended to be 
modified by the provisions of this Resolution or otherwise in accordance with the authorization of 
such Refunding Bonds.

(e) Pursuant to Section 2 of the 2004 Bond Resolution and the Rate and Method, which 
is incorporated by reference in the 2004 Bond Resolution, the City Council met the requirements of 
Section 21-417(b)(3) of the Act with respect to the Refunding Bonds provided for herein.

(f) The Application submitted to the City prior to the adoption of the Designation 
Resolution constitutes the request contemplated by Section 21-409(c) of the Act with respect to the 
transactions contemplated by this Resolution.

SECTION 2. AUTHORIZED AMOUNT AND NATURE OF REFUNDING BONDS.  

(a) The City is hereby authorized to issue bonds (within the meaning of the Act and 
the Refunding Act) in one or more series from time to time in an aggregate principal amount not 
to exceed Seventeen Million Seven Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($17,750,000.00) and bearing 
interest at a maximum rate or rates of interest not to exceed 5.00% per annum for the purpose of 
currently refunding or advance refunding in whole or in part the then-outstanding Series 2004 
Bonds (collectively, the “Refunding Bonds”).  Any Refunding Bonds shall be issued pursuant to 
the authority of the Act and, to the extent applicable, the Refunding Act, and proceeds of any series 
of the Refunding Bonds may be applied to (i) paying all or any portion of outstanding principal 
and/or interest accrued or to accrue to the date of redemption, purchase or maturity of the Series 
2004 Bonds to be refunded, (ii) financing or reimbursing the cost of issuing such series of the 
Refunding Bonds, (iii) funding a debt service reserve fund, (iv) paying funded interest with respect 
to such series of the Refunding Bonds, and/or (v) financing or reimbursing any other costs and 
expenses permitted by the Act.  Any series of the Refunding Bonds may be issued as one or more 
bonds and any such bond may be issued in installment and/or draw-down form.  

(b) It is anticipated that any series of the Refunding Bonds will be issued for the public 
purpose of realizing a savings in the total cost of debt service on a direct comparison or present 
value basis, but in the event that at the time of sale of any series of the Refunding Bonds such 
savings are not achievable, the Mayor, on behalf of the City, after consultation with the City 
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Administrator of the City (the “City Administrator”) and the Treasurer of the City (the 
“Treasurer”), and pursuant to an executive order provided for in Section 3 below, is hereby
authorized and empowered to determine a structure for such series of the Refunding Bonds that 
satisfies other authorized purposes of the Refunding Act, provided that such structure does not 
violate the provisions of paragraph 4 of the Application.

(c) Each series of the Refunding Bonds shall be executed by the manual or facsimile 
signature of the chief executive officer of the City (currently, the Mayor) or any other official then 
authorized by the Act and the seal of the City shall be affixed to each series of the Refunding 
Bonds and attested by the City Clerk of the City (the “City Clerk”) or other similar administrative 
officer of the City.  Any series of Refunding Bonds shall mature not later than July 1, 2034.

(d) THE REFUNDING BONDS SHALL NOT BE AN INDEBTEDNESS OF THE 
CITY FOR WHICH THE CITY IS OBLIGATED TO IMPOSE, LEVY OR PLEDGE, OR 
HAS IMPOSED, LEVIED OR PLEDGED, AD VALOREM TAXES OR SPECIAL TAXES 
OF THE CITY OTHER THAN THE SPECIAL TAX PROVIDED FOR BY THE 2004 
BOND RESOLUTION AND THE RATE AND METHOD.  THE REFUNDING BONDS
SHALL BE SPECIAL OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY AND MAY NOT CONSTITUTE A 
GENERAL OBLIGATION DEBT OF THE CITY OR A PLEDGE OF THE CITY’S FULL 
FAITH AND CREDIT OR TAXING POWER.  THE ONLY FUNDS THE CITY WILL BE 
OBLIGATED TO USE TO MAKE PAYMENT ON THE REFUNDING BONDS WILL BE 
THOSE THAT RESULT FROM THE SPECIAL TAX LEVIED ON AND COLLECTED 
FROM PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE DISTRICT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
RATE AND METHOD AND THE ACT.  

(e) No series of the Refunding Bonds may be issued if the issuance of such series shall 
cause the City to violate the provisions of paragraph 4 of the Application.

SECTION 3. AUTHORITY OF MAYOR TO DETERMINE CERTAIN MATTERS 
RELATING TO THE REFUNDING BONDS.  Prior to the sale, issuance and delivery of any 
series of the Refunding Bonds, the Mayor, by executive order, is hereby authorized to specify, 
prescribe, determine, provide for, or approve, for the purposes and within the limitations of the 
Act and this Resolution, all matters, details, forms, documents, and procedures pertaining to the 
sale, security, issuance, delivery, and payment of or for such series of the Refunding Bonds, 
including, without limitation, the following (references in the following clauses (i) – (xxi) to the 
Refunding Bonds are deemed to refer to any series of the Refunding Bonds):

(i) The actual principal amount of the Refunding Bonds to be issued;

(ii) The actual rate or rates of interest to be borne by the Refunding Bonds;
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(iii) The manner and terms of sale, which shall be at a private sale, without 
soliciting bids, due to the ability to time the market and negotiate terms, unless the Mayor 
determines, in consultation with the City Administrator, the Treasurer and any financial advisor or 
consultant to the City, that a public sale at competitive bid of the Refunding Bonds would be in 
the best interests of the City due to market conditions or the size of the issue at the time in question;

(iv) The time or times that the Refunding Bonds may be executed, issued and 
delivered;

(v) The form, designation, purpose and denominations of the Refunding Bonds;

(vi) The manner in which and the times and places at which the principal of the 
Refunding Bonds is to be paid, within the limitations set forth in the Act and this Resolution;

(vii) Conditions for payment of the principal of and interest on the Refunding 
Bonds before maturity, including conditions for any redemption premium;

(viii) Provisions for obtaining insurance for the Refunding Bonds or for the 
issuance of a guaranty, letter or credit, line of credit, or similar credit support for the Refunding 
Bonds;

(ix) Whether the Refunding Bonds will be issued pursuant to an amendment of, 
amendment and restatement of, or supplement to the Original Indenture or pursuant to the 
provisions of a new indenture of trust, trust indenture, trust agreement or other similar financing 
document;

(x) The form and contents of, and provisions for the execution and delivery of, 
any amendment of, amendment and restatement of, or supplement to, the Original Indenture and 
any of the other documents originally executed and delivered in connection with the issuance of 
the Series 2004 Bonds not otherwise expressly provided for in this Resolution, and such additional
financing or other documents that are not otherwise specifically identified in this Resolution or the 
Designation Resolution, and any amendments, modifications or supplements thereto, as the Mayor 
shall deem necessary or desirable to evidence, secure or effectuate the sale, issuance and delivery 
of the Refunding Bonds, including, without limitation, any new indenture of trust, trust indenture,
trust agreement or other similar financing document, and any agreements with, amendments of,
amendments and restatements of, or supplements to existing agreements with, consultants to or 
agents of the City with respect to the District or the Refunding Bonds, including, without 
limitation, any Administrator contemplated by the Rate and Method, any verification agent, any 
investment bidding agent, fee agreements, funding agreements, investment agreements, security 
agreements, assignments, guarantees, financing agreements, bids for refunding escrows, 
subscriptions for the purchase of Government Obligations (as defined in the Original Indenture)
or escrow agreements;
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(xi) The creation of security for the Refunding Bonds and provision for the 
administration of the Refunding Bonds including, without limitation, the appointment of such 
trustees (including any replacement trustee for the existing Trustee), verification consultants, 
investment bidding agents, escrow agents, fiscal agents, payment agents, registrars, rebate 
monitors or other agents as the Mayor shall deem necessary or desirable to effectuate the 
transactions authorized hereby, including, without limitation, any amendments to, amendments 
and restatements of, or supplements to existing agreements or arrangements with any such 
counterparties that are in effect with respect to the Series 2004 Bonds prior to issuance of the 
Refunding Bonds;

(xii) Provisions for the preparation and distribution of any preliminary or final 
official statement, placement memorandum, offering circular or other disclosure document in 
connection with the sale of the Refunding Bonds, if such preliminary or final official statement, 
placement memorandum, offering circular or other disclosure document are determined to be 
necessary or desirable for the sale of the Refunding Bonds;

(xiii) To the extent the Refunding Bonds are sold at a private sale, without 
soliciting bids, as applicable, the identity of any underwriter or placement agent for the Refunding 
Bonds, and the form and contents of, and provisions for the execution and delivery of, any contract 
or contracts for the purchase and sale or placement of the Refunding Bonds (or any portion 
thereof);

(xiv) To the extent that the City is an obligated person with respect to the 
Refunding Bonds for purposes of Rule 15c2-12, or to the extent the Mayor determines, in 
consultation with the City Administrator, the Treasurer, bond counsel to the City and any financial 
advisor or consultant to the City, that it is necessary or desirable for the City to agree to provide 
continuing disclosure with respect to the Refunding Bonds, a determination of the form and 
contents of any written agreement or contract for the benefit of the holders of the Refunding Bonds 
under which agreement or contract the City will undertake to provide annual financial information
and operating data, audited financial statements, notices of the occurrence of certain enumerated 
events, and/or other information to the extent required by such Rule or deemed appropriate by the 
Mayor;

(xv) The negotiation, preparation, execution and delivery of any agreements 
with the owners of any portion of the property located within the District and/or their developers, 
contractors or agents regarding the use, ownership, maintenance or operation of such properties or
any of the infrastructure improvements financed from proceeds of the Series 2004 Bonds, and any 
amendments of, amendments and restatements of, or supplements to any such existing agreements;

(xvi) Any matters deemed necessary or desirable relating to application of any 
proceeds of the Series 2004 Bonds still held by the Trustee, if any, or any other moneys available 
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to be applied to the refunding of the Series 2004 Bonds, if any, or, as applicable, to fund a debt 
service reserve fund, to pay administrative expenses, to fund interest, to pay costs of issuance 
relating to the Refunding Bonds, or to be applied to any other purpose permitted by the Act and 
the Refunding Act; provided that, the reference to any other available moneys in this subsection 
(xvi) shall not be construed as requiring the City to provide any such other moneys from its own 
funds;

(xvii) The approval of any amendments to the Rate and Method, or the 
determination of any reduction in, the maximum Special Tax provided for in the Rate and Method, 
in accordance with the provisions of the Rate and Method, to the extent not otherwise prohibited 
by the Act or paragraph 4 of the Application; 

(xviii) The determination of, or the provision for, such other matters in connection 
with the authorization, issuance, execution, sale, delivery, and payment of the Refunding Bonds, 
the security for the Refunding Bonds, and the consummation of the transactions contemplated by 
this Resolution as may be deemed appropriate by the Mayor, including without limitation, 
establishing procedures for the execution, acknowledgement, sealing and delivery of such other 
and further agreements, documents and instruments, and the authorization of the officials of the 
City to take any and all actions as are or may be necessary or appropriate to consummate the 
transactions contemplated by this Resolution in accordance with the provisions of, as applicable, 
the Act, the Designation Resolution, the 2004 Bond Resolution and this Resolution;

(xix) The purposes of the Refunding Act satisfied by the structure of the 
Refunding Bonds;

(xx) The determination of any Series 2004 Bonds to be refunded in whole or in 
part, the date or dates on which any Series 2004 Bonds are to be redeemed prior to maturity, and 
the giving of or providing for the giving of notice of any defeasance or redemption of refunded 
Series 2004 Bonds, which notice may be conditioned upon availability of sufficient funds to effect 
such refunding, defeasance or redemption; and

(xxi) The determination of any other matters provided for elsewhere in this 
Resolution to be determined by the Mayor pursuant to an executive order.

The Mayor’s execution and delivery of any such executive order provided for in this Section 3, or 
any executive order of the Mayor provided for in other Sections of this Resolution, shall constitute 
conclusive evidence of the Mayor’s approval of the subject matter thereof and that the Mayor 
consulted with any other parties specifically identified in this Section 3 or in other Sections of this 
Resolution before executing and delivering such executive order, to the extent applicable.

SECTION 4. FURTHER AUTHORITY OF MAYOR.  The Mayor, on behalf of the 
City, by an executive order contemplated in Section 3 hereof, is hereby authorized to condition the 
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issuance of any series of the Refunding Bonds upon the execution, delivery and recording, as 
applicable, by the City, any of the then-current owners of property within the District, the 
developers of property within the District or other appropriate parties of any declaration of 
covenants, any use, ownership, operation or maintenance agreements, any notice to property 
owners within the District (including subsequent property owners), any notification to a 
governmental unit having jurisdiction over any infrastructure improvements originally financed 
from proceeds of the Series 2004 Bonds that are located outside the City of Hyattsville, or any 
other similar documents, instruments or certificates reasonably related to the transactions 
contemplated by this Resolution, including, without limitation, any amendments to, amendments 
and restatements of, or supplements to any such declarations, notices, documents, instruments or 
certificates already in place with respect to the Series 2004 Bonds.  The Mayor, on behalf of the 
City, with the advice of bond counsel to the City and the City Attorney, is hereby authorized and 
empowered to prepare or cause to be prepared, negotiate or cause to be negotiated and execute and 
deliver any such declarations, notices, documents, instruments or certificates to which the City is 
a party, and the same shall contain such terms, agreements and conditions and be in such form as 
the Mayor may approve, and the execution and delivery of the same by the Mayor shall constitute 
conclusive evidence of the Mayor’s approval thereof and that such approval has been made with 
the advice of bond counsel to the City and the City Attorney.

SECTION 5.    CERTIFICATIONS AS TO TAX MATTERS.

(a)     Any two of the Mayor, the City Administrator and the Treasurer (or any two other 
City officials designated by the Mayor pursuant to an executive order contemplated in Section 3 
above), acting in concert on behalf of the City, and provided that such actions are within the bounds 
of their authority, are hereby authorized to prepare or cause to be prepared, negotiate or cause to 
be negotiated, execute and deliver any amendment of, amendment and restatement of, or 
supplement to the Tax Regulatory Agreement and No Arbitrage Certificate delivered by the City 
on August 24, 2004 in connection with the original issuance of the Series 2004 Bonds or any 
similar certificate or agreement as to tax and arbitrage matters with respect to any series of the 
Refunding Bonds the interest on which is excludable from gross income for federal income tax 
purposes (in any such case, the “Tax Certificate”).  Any such Tax Certificate shall contain such 
terms, agreements and conditions (and reflect, if applicable, any determinations provided for in 
any executive order executed and delivered pursuant to Section 3 above or other applicable 
Sections of this Resolution) and be in such form as such officials shall approve after consultation 
with bond counsel to the City, and the execution of the Tax Certificate by such officials shall 
constitute conclusive evidence of their approval with respect thereto and that such approval has 
been made after consultation with bond counsel to the City.  References in the subsections of this 
Section 5 to the Refunding Bonds are deemed to refer only to any series of the Refunding Bonds
that is issued with the expectation that the interest thereon shall be excludable from gross income 
for federal income tax purposes, and the provisions of this Section 5 shall be disregarded with 
respect to any series of the Refunding Bonds that is issued with the expectation that the interest 
thereon shall be includable in gross income for federal income tax purposes.

152



____________________
Underlining:  Indicates text added by amendment after introduction
Strike-through:  Indicates text deleted by amendment after introduction

- 13 -

(b) The City shall set forth in the Tax Certificate its reasonable expectations as to relevant 
facts, estimates and circumstances relating to the use of the proceeds of the Refunding Bonds (for 
purposes of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”)) or of any monies, securities 
or other obligations to the credit of any account of the City which may be deemed to be proceeds of 
the Refunding Bonds pursuant to the Code (collectively, the “Bond Proceeds”).  The City covenants 
with the registered owners of the Refunding Bonds that the facts, estimates and circumstances set 
forth in the Tax Certificate will be based on the City’s reasonable expectations on the date of execution 
and delivery of the Refunding Bonds and will be, to the best of the certifying officials’ knowledge, 
true and correct as of that date.

(c) The City covenants with the registered owners of any of the Refunding Bonds that it 
will not make, or (to the extent that it exercises control or direction) permit to be made, any use of the 
Bond Proceeds that would cause the Refunding Bonds to be “arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of 
the Code, and that it will comply with those provisions of the Code as may be applicable to the 
Refunding Bonds on their date of execution and delivery and which may subsequently lawfully be 
made applicable to the Refunding Bonds as long as any Refunding Bond remains outstanding and 
unpaid.

(d) The City specifically covenants that it will comply with all provisions of the Code 
applicable to the Refunding Bonds, including, without limitation, compliance with provisions 
regarding the expenditure of the Bond Proceeds, the use of the Bond Proceeds and the costs financed 
or refinanced therewith, the restriction of investment yields, the filing of information with the Internal 
Revenue Service, and the rebate of certain earnings resulting from the investment of the Bond 
Proceeds or payments in lieu thereof.  The City further covenants that it shall make such use of the 
Bond Proceeds, regulate the investment of thereof and take such other and further actions as may be 
required to maintain the exclusion from gross income for federal income tax purposes of interest on 
the Refunding Bonds.   All officials, officers, employees and agents of the City are hereby authorized 
and directed to provide such certifications of facts and estimates regarding the amount and use of the 
Bond Proceeds and other matters relating to the Refunding Bonds as may be necessary or appropriate.

(e) In connection with their execution and delivery of the Tax Certificate, the authorized 
officials identified in this Section 5 are hereby authorized and empowered, on behalf of the City, to 
make any designations, elections, determinations or filings on behalf of the City provided for in or 
permitted by the Code and any applicable U.S. Treasury Regulations and to reflect the same in the 
Tax Certificate and/or any form filed with the Internal Revenue Service or any other documentation 
deemed appropriate by bond counsel to the City.  The City Council hereby recognizes that any such 
form filed with the Internal Revenue Service will be signed by only one such official.

SECTION 6. ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED DOCUMENTATION AND ACTIONS. 
The following officials of the City:  the Mayor, the City Administrator, the Treasurer and the City 
Clerk, acting individually or in concert as appropriate, and provided that such actions are within 

153



____________________
Underlining:  Indicates text added by amendment after introduction
Strike-through:  Indicates text deleted by amendment after introduction

- 14 -

the bounds of their authority, are authorized and directed to take any and all actions and to execute, 
attest, affix the City’s seal to and deliver, and to file and record in any appropriate public offices 
(if applicable) all documents, instruments, certifications, forms (including but not limited to, any 
appropriate Internal Revenue Service forms in respect to the Refunding Bonds), financing 
statements or amendments thereto, letters of instructions, written requests, contracts, agreements, 
certificates and other papers customarily delivered in connection with the issuance of obligations 
in the nature of the Refunding Bonds, whether or not herein mentioned and not otherwise provided 
for herein or in the Designation Resolution, as may be necessary or convenient to evidence the 
approvals of the City provided for in this Resolution, to invest or redirect the application of moneys 
held under the Original Indenture, as the same may be amended, amended and restated, or 
supplemented as provided herein, or moneys on deposit in the Special Fund (in all such cases, in 
accordance with the provisions of applicable Maryland and federal law), to facilitate the issuance 
of any series of the Refunding Bonds and to consummate the transactions contemplated in this 
Resolution or in any of the documents, agreement, certificates or instruments herein authorized 
and approved.  

SECTION 7. COVENANT TO LEVY AND DEPOSIT SPECIAL TAX. Contingent 
upon the issuance and delivery of any series of the Refunding Bonds, as required by the Act and 
in accordance with the Rate and Method, the City confirms its obligation to, and covenants to, (i) 
impose, levy and collect the Special Tax from properties within the District in accordance with the 
provisions of the Rate and Method, in rate and amount at least sufficient in each year in which any 
of the Refunding Bonds and the Series 2004 Bonds are outstanding to provide for the payment of 
the principal of and the interest on the Refunding Bonds and such outstanding Series 2004 Bonds, 
to replenish any debt service reserve fund, and for any purpose related to the ongoing expenses of 
or security for such Refunding Bonds and any outstanding Series 2004 Bonds and (ii) deposit the 
collected Special Tax in the Special Fund, and to administer the Special Fund in accordance with 
the Act, the Designation Resolution, the Rate and Method and any other applicable financing 
documents.  The City Council hereby acknowledges that the Special Tax is pledged to payment of 
any Refunding Bonds and any outstanding Series 2004 Bonds in accordance with the Act, the 
Designation Resolution, the Rate and Method and any other applicable financing documents.

SECTION 8. LIMITATION ON SPECIAL TAX. In accordance with the 2004 Bond 
Resolution and the Rate and Method, the Special Tax shall not be levied and collected after the 
2033-2034 Fiscal Year except with respect to the collection of any delinquent Special Tax and 
related penalties and interest, unless otherwise provided in accordance with the Rate and Method.  

SECTION 9. LIBERAL CONSTRUCTION OF RESOLUTION. The provisions of this 
Resolution shall be liberally construed in order to effectuate and carry out the purposes of and the 
activities authorized by the Act and the matters contemplated by this Resolution.

SECTION 10.  SEVERABILITY PROVISIONS.  The provisions of this Resolution are 
severable, and if any provision, sentence, clause, section or part hereof is held or determined to be 
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illegal, invalid, unconstitutional or inapplicable to any person or circumstance, such illegality, 
invalidity, unconstitutionality or inapplicability shall not affect or impair any of the remaining 
provisions, sentences, clauses, sections or parts of this Resolution or their application to other 
persons or circumstances.  It is hereby declared to be the intent of the City that this Resolution 
would have been adopted if such illegal, invalid, unconstitutional or inapplicable provision, 
sentence, clause, section or part had not been included herein, and if the person or circumstances 
to which this Resolution or any part hereof are inapplicable had been specifically exempted 
herefrom.

SECTION 11. SUNSET DATE. In the event no Refunding Bonds are issued pursuant 
to the provisions of this Resolution by June 30, 2018, this Resolution shall be automatically 
revoked without further action by the City Council and shall be considered terminated, null and 
void.

SECTION 12. EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Resolution shall be effective immediately upon 
its adoption.  Pursuant to Section 21-417(d) of the Act, this Resolution shall not be subject to 
petition to referendum.

[CONTINUED ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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INTRODUCED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Hyattsville, Maryland, at a 
____ regular ____ special [check applicable meeting type] meeting on July 18, 2016, at which 
meeting copies were available to the public for inspection.

ADOPTED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Hyattsville, Maryland, at a ____ 
regular ____ special [check applicable meeting type] meeting on August 1, 2016, at which meeting 
copies were available to the public for inspection.

ATTEST:

___________________________________ ______________________________
Laura Reams, City Clerk             Candace B. Hollingsworth, Mayor

#188483;50036.021
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community Services 

SUBJECT
Hyattsville Life and Times FY17 Contract (5 minutes)

Motion #
20-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the City Administrator to execute a one-year contract with the
Hyattsville Life and Times for distribution of City information at a cost not to exceed $28,680 upon the review and
approval by the City Attorney for legal suffi ciency.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS

Summary Background:
This contract will provide Hyattsville Life and Times services at the same level and cost as in FY16.  The City will
continue to leverage social media and various other print mediums to disseminate information. 

Next Steps:
Upon Council approval, the City Administrator will execute a one-year contract with the Hyattsville Life and Times. 

Fiscal Impact:
$28,680- No cost increase

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
NA

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1 - Ensure Transparent and Accessible Governance.

Legal Review Required?
Complete
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community & Economic Development 

SUBJECT
Community Planning Facilitation and Strategic Planning Consulting Services (10 minutes)

Motion #
21-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of Beyer Blinder Belle to provide the City with contracted
services and authorize the City Administrator to execute a contract for services in an amount not to exceed $32,000,
upon the legal review and approval of the City Attorney.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator 

ATTACHMENTS
Memo_-_Community_Planning_Facilitation.docx

Summary Background:
The City will be hosting community visioning and planning sessions starting in September and will be working with a
firm to assist with the facilitation and data collection associated with the effort.  

Next Steps:
Upon authorization, the Staff will commence work with the selected firm.  Staff is requesting Council authorization
on August 1st in order to have the selected firm in place prior to the September community planning sessions.

Fiscal Impact:
The FY2017 City Budget includes $40,000 in contracted services for the Department of Community & Economic
Development for the purpose of securing services to development the City’s 2017 Community Sustainability Plan.

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend support.  This initiative will augment the staff as we engage the community and encourage
participation in the City's strategic planning efforts.

Community Engagement:
The City will be printing informational cards to be published in both English and Spanish and will be part of a
multi-platform information and outreach effort to raise public awareness about the sessions.

Strategic Goals:
Goal 1: Ensure Transparent and Accessible Governance
Action 1.1 – Provide opportunities for resident participation in civic engagement

Legal Review Required?
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Pending
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Memo
To: Mayor and Council

From: Jim Chandler, Director, Community and Economic Development 

CC: Tracey Nicholson, City Administrator
Katie Gerbes, Community Planner

Date: July 28, 2016

Re: Community Planning Facilitation and Strategic Planning Consulting Services

This memorandum is to advise the Mayor and Council regarding a solicitation for planning 
consultant services, an overview of the vetting process and a recommendation for awarding a 
contract for services.

 The FY2017 City Budget includes $40,000 in contracted services for the Department 
of Community & Economic Development for the purpose of securing services to 
development the City’s 2017 Community Sustainability Plan;

 On June 10, 2016, the City issued a solicitation to select a firm to assist the City’s 
in facilitating community planning sessions, performing data collection & 
analysis and providing a community debrief;

 On July 21, 2016, the City received proposals from six (6) firms;
 The proposals were evaluated and the top-2 firms were interviewed;
 Staff is recommending the selection of Beyer Blinder Belle at a total contract 

value not to exceed $32,000.
 Staff is requesting Council authorization on August 1st in order to have the 

selected firm in place prior to the September community planning sessions.
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RFP Summary
Proposed Scope of Services
The following is a summary of the proposed scope of services included in the RFP 
document: 

 Facilitate Community Visioning Sessions
 Data Collection & Assessment:  Develop methodology for community input during 

community planning sessions, data assessment and report out 
 Community Reporting & Prioritization Sessions  
 City Council Presentation
 Project Updates:  Participate in conference calls to discuss project status
 Document Review:  Participate in the project team’s development of the Plan and 

provide recommendations 
 Travel Reimbursement:  Not to exceed 20% of total contract value 

RFP Process
June 10, 2016: Solicitation Issuance
June 22, 2016:  Pre-Bid Conference Call
June 30, 2016: Question Period Concludes
July 13, 2016: Bids Due
July 13, 2016: Evaluation Period Commences
July 27, 2016: Interview of Top 2 Firms
July 28, 2016: Evaluation Period Concludes

RFP Review Panel
The following City staff members participated in the proposal review and interview process:

Jim Chandler, Assistant City Administrator and Director of Com & Economic Development
Katie Gerbes, Community Planner
Jake Rollow, Director, Community Services 
Sandra Fuentes, GIS Technician
Abby Tesfaye, Community Development Intern
Julius Wiggins, Supervisor, Contracts, Grants & Procurement
Laura Reams, City Clerk (Interview Only)

RFP Responses

On December 12, 2015, the City opened each of the six (6) submitted proposals and each of the 
proposals was reviewed for basic requirements including the completion of all required 
submittal documents.
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Technical Proposal Analysis & Evaluation

The proposal was distributed to each of the members of the RFP Review Panel along with the 
analysis score sheet.  The proposals were evaluated independently by each of the members of the 
Panel based on the established criteria including:  

 Effectiveness and creativeness of the proposed community engagement methodology for 
individuals participating in the community visioning sessions.

 Letter of commitment from the firm that all services detailed in this solicitation and further 
detailed in the firm’s proposal will be available starting September 7, 2016.

 Acknowledgement of the City’s project schedule 
 Statement advising the City of Hyattsville of the firm’s scheduled, contracted or 

prospective, commitments to other clients.  The firm is responsible to advise the City if 
there are any time commitments and/or conflicts that would alter the current project 
schedule.    

 Quality of work samples detailing similar work in which the responding firm participated.  
The response must specify the firm’s role as either the lead contractor or sub-contractor.  

 References: Point of contact information of three (3) clients
 The City will base the selection of firms on documentation submitted in both the

Technical Proposal and breakdown of contract hours included in the Sealed Dollar Bid 
Proposal.  

Firm Address Minimum 
Requirements Met

Advanced Placemaking 308 Rednor Road, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21212

Yes

Gensler 2020 K Street NW, Washington DC Yes
Beyer Blinder Belle 3307 M Street NW, Suite 301, 

Washington DC 20007
Yes

CouncilFire LLC 424 Fourth Street, Suite C2, 
Annapolis, Maryland 21403

Yes

STS Consulting 6449 Red Keel, Columbia, Maryland 
21044

Gianni Longo and Associates 277 Broadway, Studio 1300, 
New York, New York 10007

Yes
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Based on a thorough analysis of the content for each of the six (6) proposals received, the Review 
Panel ranked the responding firms proposal’s in the following order:

There was a significant differential between the first and second ranked proposals and proposals 
ranked three through five, therefore the decision was made to extend follow-up interview 
invitations to the following firms:
 Beyer Blinder Belle
 Gianni Longo and Associates

Presentation & Interview Evaluations
The top-3 recommended firms provided the City with a 45 – 60 minute interview further detailing 
the capability of their firm’s services and fielded questions from the Review Panel including, but not 
limited to the following:

 Effectiveness of the visioning methodology;
 Engagement of stakeholder groups that traditionally have been under represented in 

civic discussions;
 Incorporation of City staff and volunteers to assist with the facilitation process.  
 Data analysis and graphic development support;

At the conclusion of the presentation and interview sessions, the Reviewer’s were asked evaluate 
both the written proposal and interview of the top-2 responding firms in order of preference based 
on their respective presentation and responses to questions.  

Contract Award Recommendation

After an extensive solicitation review and interview process it is the recommendation of staff that
Beyer Blinder Belle be selected and awarded a contract for services in an amount not to exceed 
$32,000.  Upon authorization, the Staff will commence work with the selected firm.  Staff is 
requesting Council authorization on August 1st in order to have the selected firm in place prior to 
the September community planning sessions.

Rank Firm Project Hours Cost Proposal
1st Beyer Blinder Belle 235 $29,969.00
2nd Gianni Longo and Associates 188 $28,128.00
3rd CouncilFire LLC 244 $29,987.50
4th Advanced Placemaking 224 $29,777.50
5th Gensler N/A $29,580.00
6th STS Consulting N/A $24,880.00
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community & Economic Development 

SUBJECT
Contract for Services:  Raze and Removal of 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville (5 minutes)

Motion #
22-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of E/LOC Construction for the razing of the existing blighted
residential structure at 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville and authorize the City Administrator to execute a contract
for services, not to exceed $28,194, upon the legal review and approval by the City Attorney.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Memo 4229 Oglethorpe - Razing and Removal -7.26.16 final.docx

Summary Background:
This item is for the consideration of the City Council to authorize a contract for services for the razing and removal of
a blighted residential structure located at 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville.
• The City secured a court order to raze and remove the existing structure;
• The City issued a solicitation for services and is recommending the acceptance of the proposal submitted by
E/LOC Construction, Inc for a total contract value of $28,194;
• Staff is requesting this item be expedited and approved on August 1st, as the existing structure is in
significant disrepair and we are concerned that it may collapse.

Next Steps:
Upon receiving authorization and execution of a contract for services, the City will issue a Notice to Proceed to the
selected Contractor.

Fiscal Impact:
Raze and removal services are included in the Economic Development - Code Division FY2017 Budget.  Funds are
reimbursed to the City through a lien on the property.

City Administrator Comments:
TBD

Community Engagement:
N/A

Strategic Goals:
Goal 3: Promote a Safe and Vibrant Community 165
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Action 3.1 – Enhance safety and security in public places including residential neighborhoods, parks and commercial
corridors

Legal Review Required?
Pending
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Memo
To: Mayor and Council

From: Jim Chandler, Assistant City Administrator and Director, Community and Econ. Dev.

CC: Tracey Nicholson, City Administrator
Chris Giunta, Code and Parking Compliance Manager

Date: July 26, 2016

Re: Razing and Removal of Blighted Structure: 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville

This memorandum is a briefing to the City Council detailing the solicitation and recommendation 
for the razing and removal of a blighted residential structure located at 4229 Oglethorpe Street, 
Hyattsville.

 The City secured a court order to raze and remove the existing structure;
 The City issued a solicitation for services and is recommending the acceptance of the 

proposal submitted by E/LOC Construction, Inc for a total contract value of $28,194;
 Staff is requesting this item be expedited and approved on August 1st, as the existing 

structure is in significant disrepair and we are concerned that it may collapse.

Summary
On May 18, 2016, the City of Hyattsville received a court order to raze and remove a blighted 
residential structure located at 4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville.   The property was abandon by 
the owner.  The mortgage lender and heirs to the property were notified and consented to the court 
order.  

City of Hyattsville
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On June 7, 2016, the City sought, through a solicitation, the procurement of a contractor to raze the 
existing structure, remove all debris, backfill and provide sediment stabilization.  In order to recoup 
the cost to the City, a lien will be placed on the property.

The complete RFP was posted on the City of Hyattsville’s website under the “Doing Business” tab
and was advertised on eMaryland Marketplace.  The RFP and sample contract were reviewed and 
approved by the City Attorney prior to issuance.  The scope of services included in the RFP was as 
follows:

 Secure razing permit from Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources;
 Submit a traffic control plan and staging plan for review by the City of Hyattsville.  The 

inclusion of a traffic control plan should be considered an optional service by the City, but 
should be provided by the contractor within the “Sealed Dollar Bid”;  

 Secure road closure permit from the City of Hyattsville Department of Public Works
 Contractor is responsible for all associated gas and electric utility disconnections and “shut 

offs” including all necessary permitting and utility coordination;
 Removal of existing structure including fire damaged wood frame structure with cinder block 

basement foundation as well as storage shed and one dead tree in the rear of the property; 
 Structure is to be razed and all associated materials removed;
 The site is to be backfilled, level with sediment stabilization;
 Site demolition must take into account that site is located in an occupied residential 

neighborhood and must minimize any impact to adjacent residential properties located on 
either side of the subject property; 

 All associated work must be performed and completed within 60-days of an executed 
contract. 

RFP Schedule
6/7/16 RFP Posted to e-Maryland Electronic Marketplace & City Web page
6/29/16 Pre-Bid Submission Conference at subject site
7/5/16 Response Due Date
7/7/16 Bid Opening & Evaluation Period Commences
7/25/16 Review Period Complete 
7/26/16 Recommendation Memo 
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RFP Review Panel Members
Jim Chandler, Assistant City Administrator and Director, Community and Econ. Dev.
Chris Giunta, Code and Parking Compliance Manager
Joe Brewer, Code Inspector III

Proposal Analysis
The proposals were distributed to each of the members of the RFP Review Panel along with the 
analysis score sheet.  The technical proposals were evaluated independently by each of the 
members of the RFP Review Panel based on a variety of criteria including:  the overall professional 
qualifications and experience of the contractor, degree of responsiveness to the scope of work, 
proposed schedule of work and two work samples of similar work.

Each of the firm’s business licenses and corporate standing were found to be “In Good Standing” 
with the State of Maryland.  The Maryland Department of General Services provides their latest list 
of firms debarred from providing services to the State on their web site and none of the respondent 
firms were found on the list, and all certify that they are not debarred from serving the State of 
Maryland or other governmental entity. References of all firms were then checked for authenticity 
via phone and validated.

Firm Location Minimum Bid Requirements (Y/N)
SAI Service All, Inc. Mitchellville, MD Yes
E/LOC Construction Cheltenham, MD Yes
SFMS Washington, DC No
BARCO Enterprises, Inc. White Marsh, MD Yes
HEH, Inc. Catonsville, MD No
Baran Brothers Ellicott, City, MD No 

The proposals submitted by SFMS, HEH Inc. and Baran Brothers were disqualified for failing to 
meet the minimum response requirements.

The proposals submitted by SAI Services All, Inc, E/LOC Construction and BARCO Enterprises, 
Inc. met the requirements of the technical proposal, including the firm’s background, a clear 
articulation of the project scope of work, photos of work samples and a separate sealed dollar 
bid section.  Based on the response provided within the Technical proposal, the Review Panel
recommended that the firm's Sealed Dollar Bid be reviewed.  

Technical Section Conclusion
After review and evaluation of the Technical Section of the three (3) qualifying proposals, the Review 
Panel determined that all five of the firms should proceed with an evaluation of their sealed dollar 
bids.
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Sealed Dollar Bid Review

Firm Total Cost Proposal
SAI Service All, Inc. $40,000
E/LOC Construction $25,631
BARCO Enterprises, Inc. $47,700

Contract Award Recommendation
Based on the Review Panel’s analysis of the written sealed dollar proposals from the responding 
firms, the Review Panel’s recommendation for the award for this project is as follows:

Recommendation Firm Contract Award
1st Choice E/LOC Construction $25,631
2nd Choice SAI Service All, Inc. $40,000
3rd Choice Barco Enterprises, Inc $47,700

City Staff recommends a project budget contingency of 10%, bringing the total contract value to 
$28,194.  The contingency funds will only be made available through a Change Order request
approved by the City.  Staff anticipates executing a contract for services with E/LOC Construction
immediately upon review and approval from the City Attorney.  

It is the professional opinion of staff that this structure presents a potential threat to public safety 
and requests authorization for approval on August 1st, so that we can proceed immediately with 
razing the structure.  Based on a City Council approval August 1st Approval, work can be complete 
by early September.  We are requesting consideration of the following language:

“I move that the Mayor and Council accept the proposal of E/LOC Construction, 10307 Sarah 
Landing Drive, Cheltenham, Maryland, for the razing of the existing blighted residential structure at 
4229 Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville and authorize the City Administrator to execute a contract for 
services, not to exceed $28,194, upon the legal review and approval by the City Attorney.”   
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Community & Economic Development 

SUBJECT
The Blue Development:  5334 Baltimore Avenue, Hyattsville – PPSD 4-15016 & DSP-15016 (10 minutes)

Motion #
23-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council authorize the Mayor to send a letter to the M-NCPPC Planning Board expressing
the City of Hyattsville's concerns regarding the proposed 18-unit residential townhouse cul-de-sac development.
The letter to the M-NCPPC Planning Board and Prince George's County District Council should clearly state that any
approval of the Preliminary Plan of Subdivision (PPSD 4-15016) and Detailed Site Plan (DSP) 15016 shall be subject to
the City's expressed concerns, stated conditions and revisions to the site plan being met.  Conditions include:  

1. The proposed vehicular entrance to the site will restrict access to southbound traffi c only. It is incumbent upon the
applicant to secure a safer means of vehicle access to the site. The City requests that the applicant secure shared
use/access to the existing fully signalized intersection south of the subject site as a condition for approval.
2.  A minimum of two proposed townhomes and related subdivision lots be revised to a single non-buildable
subdivision lot.  The undeveloped lot locations should be at the discretion of the applicant, but should be
contiguous.
3.  The single sub-division lot be a dedicated green space and as a minimum include a sitting area, paved walkway
and either a dog park or playground equipment. The issuance of a building permit be subject to the City's approval.
The issuance of a Use & Occupancy (U&O) permit is subject to the fulfillment of the park space completion.
4.  Any pedestrian street lighting on Baltimore Avenue & within the development is required to meet Pepco
specifications and be accepted by Pepco into the public lighting system prior to issuance of U&O permits.
5.  The Bike & Pedestrian Impact Statement (BPIS) include as a minimum the furnishing and installation of bicycle
racks on-site, at Centennial Park and City Lot #5. The bicycle rack type will be consistent with the existing model and
branding type utilized by the City of Hyattsville.

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS
Memo - 08.01.2016 Council Meeting.docx

Planning Committee Minutes 6.21.16.pdf

Planning Committee Minutes- 10.13.2015.pdf

SOJ-DSP15016.pdf

ARCP-DSP15016_004Color rev.pdf
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CIVP-DSP15016_001.pdf

Summary Background:
Please see attached memo.

The memo to the M-NCPPC Planning Board will include concerns such as the applicants proposed vehicle circulation
plan which does not adequately address vehicle access to, from and within the development, and the lack of on-site
public amenity space that is critical to the fabric of long-term successful neighborhoods.  Concerns expressed
represent ensuring the highest and best use within the center of the City's commercial district, 

Next Steps:
The M-NCPPC Planning Board is scheduled to hear the case on September 22, 2016.  Staff will be participating in the
hearing to represent the City's adopted position(s).

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
The Hyattsville Planning Committee was presented with the project in October 2015 and the Committee reviewed
the PPSD and Detailed Site Plan in June 19, 2016 and unanimously recommended that the City Council not support
the proposed detailed site plan, neither as presented by the applicant nor with the conditions recommended by City
Staff.  The applicant requested the Committee reconsider the matter at its July 19, 2016 meeting.  The Committee
Chairs were advised of the request by the applicant and the Committee Chairs stated that the position of the
Committee had been made clear and that unless the applicant was presenting fundamental changes to the project,
the Committee's position was final.  The Committee was briefed by Staff and Committee Chair Yearwood at their
meeting on July 19th and concurred with the decision of the Committee Co-Chairs.  

Strategic Goals:
Goal 2: Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the City 
Action 2.4 – Provide economic development programming and projects to support and facilitate infill, revitalization,
redevelopment and transit-oriented investment.  

Legal Review Required?
N/A
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Memo
To: Mayor and City Council  

CC: Tracey Nicholson, City Administrator 

From: Jim Chandler, Assistant City Administrator, Director of Community and Economic Development
Katie Gerbes, Community Planner

Date: July 29, 2016

Re: The Blue: PPS 4-15016 & DSP-15016

Attachments: ARCP-DSP15016_001: Elevation Drawings for the Project
CIVP-DSP15016_001: Project Site Plan 
Statement of Justification from the Applicant 
Planning Committee Minutes from October 2015 
Planning Committee Minutes from June 2016 

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide the Mayor and City Council with information pertaining 
to a referral received by the City for the Preliminary Plan of Subdivision (PPS) and Detailed Site Plan 
(DSP) for The Blue, a proposed townhouse development located at 5334 Baltimore Avenue.  

 The applicant is proposing 18 townhouses on the 0.55-acre lot. The proposed townhomes will
be four stories and will come in 14’, 16’ and 18’ widths. Eight homes will face Route 1 with rear 
loaded garages, while the remaining 10 will have front loaded garages and small rear yards. The 
property will be accessed via a right-in, right-out intersection along Route 1. 

 The applicant presented the plan for this property to the Planning Committee on October 13, 
2015. Committee members were offered the opportunity to ask questions to the applicant 
about the proposed plan. Much of the conversation revolved around the issues of parking and 
access into the site. No vote was taken at the October meeting to support or oppose the 
development. Minutes from the October Planning Committee meeting are attached to this 
memo. Before the Planning Committee presentation, the applicant brought the conceptual 
plans to the City Council via a public hearing on October 5, 2015.
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 The Blue development was brought to the City Council at the June 6, 2016 Council Meeting. At 
that meeting, the City Council referred the plan to the Planning Committee to vote on whether 
or not to support the development.

 On June 21, 2016 the Planning Committee met to discuss the project again. Committee 
members were provided documents from the applicant’s DSP submittal, which were very similar 
to the plans presented in October. At the meeting, staff provided the committee with our 
comments on the site, including several areas of concern with the proposed plan. Committee 
members discussed and deliberated aspects of the proposed development and ultimately 
decided to recommend that the Council not support the project as proposed by the applicant. 
The vote was unanimous. The applicant was not present at the June meeting. Meeting minutes 
are attached to this memo. 

 Upon learning of the findings at the June Planning Committee meeting, the applicant requested 
the Committee reconsider the matter at its July 19, 2016 meeting. The Committee Chairs were 
advised of the request by the applicant and Committee Chairs stated that the position of the 
Committee had been made clear and that unless the applicant was presenting fundamental 
changes to the project, the Committee's position was final. The Committee as a whole were 
briefed by Staff and Committee Chair Yearwood at their meeting on July 19th and concurred 
with the decision of the Committee Co-Chairs. 

 After thorough review of the proposed development, along with discussions with the Planning 
Committee, it is staff’s recommendation that the Council authorize the Mayor to send a letter to 
the M-NCPPC Planning Board expressing the City of Hyattsville’s concerns as to whether the
proposed 18-units of residential townhouse cul-de-sac development represents that highest and 
best use within the center of the City's commercial district, our concerns regarding the 
applicant’s proposed vehicle circulation, a lack of safe means for vehicle access to, from and 
within the development, and the lack of on-site public amenity space that are critical to the 
fabric of long-term successful neighborhoods. The letter should clearly state to the M-NCPPC 
Planning Board and Prince George's County District Council that any approval of Preliminary Plan 
of Subdivision (PPSD 4-15016) and Detailed Site Plan (DSP) 15016, for The Blue development, 
shall be subject to the following conditions and revisions to the site plan being met:

1. The City remains concerned about the proposed vehicular entrance to the subject 
site, which will restrict access to southbound traffic only. We believe it is incumbent 
upon the applicant to secure a safer means of vehicle access to the site. The City 
requests that the applicant secure shared use/access to the existing fully signalized 
intersection south of the subject site as a condition for approval.

2. A minimum of two proposed townhomes and related subdivision lots be revised to a 
single non-buildable subdivision lot. The undeveloped lot locations should be at the 
discretion of the applicant, but should be contiguous.

3. The single sub-division lot will be a dedicated greenspace and at a minimum shall 
include a sitting area, paved walkway and either a dog park or playground equipment. 
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The issuance of a building permit be subject to the City's approval the recreational space 
design. The issuance of a Use & Occupancy (U&O) permit is subject to the fulfillment of 
the park space completion;

4. Any pedestrian street lighting on Baltimore Avenue & within the development is 
required to meet Pepco specifications and to be accepted by Pepco into the public 
lighting system prior to issuance of U&O permits.

5. Bike & Pedestrian Impact Statement (BPIS) include at a minimum the furnishing and 
installation of bicycle racks on-site, at Centennial Park and City Lot #5 The bicycle rack 
type will be consistent with the existing model and branding type utilized by the City of
Hyattsville.
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CITY OF HYATTSVILLE  

PLANNING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

JUNE 21, 2016 

1) Introduction of Committee & Guest Members (7:32 PM) 

 Maureen Foster, Co-chair 

 Nkosi Yearwood, Co-chair 

 William Doerner, member 

 Thomas Sheffer, member 

 Andrew Bishop, member 

 Adam Weissmann, member 

 Katie Gerbes, staff 

 Jim Chandler, staff liaison  

 Hubert May, resident, Ward 1 

 Mike Bello, resident, Ward 1 

 

2) Committee Business  

 Adoption of Minutes from April 2016 

o Only change was correcting the spelling of Adam Weissmann’s name 

o Approved 6-0.  

 

3) Blue Development  

 Handouts with submitted site plan and City staff memo 

 City has issues with ingress/egress, lack of green space and no visitor parking 

 Maureen Foster:  Concerned about vehicular egress, citing lack of adequate 

circulation.  The development footprint is inadequate, the development lacks green 

space and the architectural designs lack imagination. 

 Andrew Bishop:  Turning radius concerns.  Supports removal of two townhouse units to 

provide a community green space.  Too large a development 

 Adam Weisssmann:  Supports his colleagues.  Recommends that the developer redesign 

the project with fewer, but larger units.  Consider moving the Baltimore Avenue vehicle 

access. Considered shared internal street for the subject property and adjacent 

southern street.   

 William Doerner:  Thought that the developer would be available to answer the 

Committee's follow-up questions from the October presentation.  The developer is 

presenting exactly what was presented in October and has no way included 

recommended revisions.  Concerned that eliminating two of the townhomes makes the 

project non-build able.  Supports the bicycle recommendations.   

 Thomas Sheffer:  The project is better than nothing.  Supports the proposed bicycle use 

recommendations.  Does not have the same flow as Yes!Organic.  The greenspace would 

benefit the townhomes owners but would not benefit the greater community.   
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 Nkosi Yearwood:  The project does not reflect the October Planning Committee 

comments. Incorporate small neighborhood activity into the space such as a tot lot 

area.  The previous plan had an access to the south for Route One.  There are great 

aspirations, but it is a little infill project with a private driveway to Baltimore 

Avenue.  Frontage is "okay", but the rear is terrible. 

 Maureen Foster:  Worried that the community is accepting a sub-par project The City & 

Committee's work with the EYA project and the result was a good project.  This is a 

premium space and a better project should be explored.  It is an okay project.  Thinks 

the traffic egress will be a major long-term problem. 

 William Doerner:  If greenspace is required, it should be either to the north or to the 

south and used as a connection to adjacent properties for redevelopment connectivity. 

 Andrew Bishop:  Existing 10' Retaining wall to the west should be regraded. There 

appears to be 20' of fall throughout the site.  Concerned about the storm water 

management technique being proposed for the site. 

 Hubert May:  Concerned that this development doesn't work and will see quick 

turnover. There is no parking for guests.  The proposed "pork chop" does not work and 

is unsafe. Concerned about the ability to service the neighborhood with a sanitation 

vehicle.  Does not understand how the project gets this far.   

 Mike Bello:   Agree with the Committee's previous statements.  Concerned about the 

lack of pedestrian connectivity.  Does not understand the site's "alley" vehicular 

circulation.   

 Adam Weissmann:  Place for people to eat, drink and park their cars.  Opportunity to 

utilize existing City amenities and established communities.  They are just not located 

on-site.  Cars will have a decent amount of area to circulate.  Overall, this project is not 

anything to write home about.  Projects should create a sense of place, they crammed 

some houses on the site to maximize the profit.  Would rather not support this design 

and see if a better project is possible in the future.  Worries about the quality of the 

finished units given the "thrown together" feel of the project to maximize profits. 

 William Doerner:  Parking is a huge issue.  Where are delivery and service vehicles 

supposed to park?  Concerned about the ability to an HOA to carry costs.  Support's the 

Committee's position to not support the project as is. 

 Nkosi Yearwood:  An infill project has too many problems.  Supportive of infill, but this is 

a project that you need to back away from.  Dropping a unit will resolve some issues, 

except for parking, but at a minimum will provide for community greenspace. 

 Thomas Sheffer:  If eliminating two townhouses, create pedestrian access to the existing 

City parking lot to the west of the subject site.   

 Motion made by Nkosi Yearwood to recommend to the City Council to not support the 

project, as is being proposed.  5 - 0.   

 Adam Weissmann:  The developer should consider whether this site, given the variety of 

conditions that exist with the site, would be better off moving away from a townhouse 

concept to a multi-family or retail use.    

 

4) Sustainability Plan 

 SWOT interviews are continuing, have roughly 25 completed 
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 Dates for public meetings have no changed; hope to finalize and have signup sheet for 

the next Planning Committee meeting  

 

5) Development Updates  

 Pyramid/NDC/ATHA 

 Kiplinger Development 

 Artworks at 4800 Rhode Island Avenue  

 West Hyattsville Metro Hogan Project 

 

6) Adjourn 
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CITY OF HYATTSVILLE  

PLANNING COMMITTEE AGENDA 

OCTOBER 13, 2015 

1) Introduction of Committee & Guests Members (7:30 PM) 

 Maureen Foster, Co-Chair 

 Nkosi Yearwood, Co-Chair 

 Mark Ferguson, Representative for the Bluebird Development 

 Adam Weissman, Committee Member 

 Will Doerner, Committee Member 

 Chad Copeland, Committee Member 

 David Marshall, Committee Member 

 Thomas Sheffer, Committee Member 

 Thomas Wright, Council Liaison  

 Pat Yinkey, Resident 

 Andrew Bishop, Resident  

 Jim Chandler, Staff Liaision 

 Katie Gerbes, City Staff, Community Planner 
 

2) Redevelopment of 5334 Baltimore Avenue as 18-unit townhouse development (7:40 – 
9:05 PM) 

 Mark Ferguson, Senior Land Planner, RDA Engineers provided the Committee 
members with a concept for the Bluebird development. 

i. Provided background on Haverford Homes, ongoing projects including 
White Flint 

ii. Acquisition of property in 2005 proposal to develop former Hyattsville 
Municipal Building site.  

iii. Overview of conceptual development and subdivision 
iv. Similar concept to existing EYA Arts District (Lassard) 
v. Awaiting Conceptual SWM Approval 

 Chad Copeland:  Plans for visitor parking 
i. M. Ferguson:  Guests will need to utilize existing public parking facilities, 

either on Route One or Jefferson Street lot.  Have engaged Crossover 
Church about access to the easement parking that exists at the western 
edge of the site.  Ingraham Street Right-In, Right-Out per SHA 

 Chad Copeland:  Concerns about limited left turn access 

 Adam Weissman:  Similar quality of product and layout to adjacent EYA 
development?  Appears tight for a small sight 

 Mark Ferguson:  Comparable to EYA, 14' - 18' widths.  Recommends to abut 
southern structure.  Likely will require a variance request. 

 Adam Weissman:  Turning radius and interior traffic circulation.  Computer 
model confirms sufficient turning radius for a fire truck.  

i. M. Ferguson:  Tight but not impossible to circulate. 
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 Thomas Sheffer:  Is there a possibility of rear alley access.   

 Will Doerner:  Rear easement access?   
i. M. Ferguson:  At best could accommodate one-way traffic. 

 Will Doerner:  Rear driveway architecture is the frontage for the western units. 
i. M. Ferguson:  The architect is working through the design. 

 W. Doerner:  Summary of SWM system 
i. M. Ferguson:  SWM for one half of existing impervious.  Bio-retention 

SWM system. 

 D. Marshall:  Requested clarification of the proposed pedestrian access  
i. M. Ferguson:  Low side, rolling curb.  Flat sidewalk. 

 Tom Wright:  Art elements to be included in the project 
i. M. Ferguson:  The owner has renewed relationship with Hyattsville CDC. 

 The project 'Blue' is a genesis of Bluebird Cab Stand.  The Hyattsville CDC 
Bluebird will be relocated to the site. 

ii. Functional parking is to code, is the developer willing to look into 
redesigning to support additional on-site parking? 

iii. M. Ferguson:  Cannot answer in the affirmative. 

 Andrew Bishop:  Distance to Jefferson Street and will need a variance? 
i. M. Ferguson:  200', with no variance 

 Andrew Bishop:  Consider aligning right-in, right-out. 

 Committee Comments 
i. M. Foster:  Appreciative of urban setting, and parking is limited.  Hope 

the project will continue revitalization of the corridor.  Needs work on 
some of the design.   

ii. Chad Copeland:  Really likes the idea, additional walking opportunities. 
iii. N. Yearwood:  Opportunities for multi-play recreational opportunities. 

 Echo's previous comments on architecture, needs some work.  Filtera 
concept moved to silver cells, which hold up longer. 

iv. M. Ferguson:  DPIE, pushing 'jellyfish' product in lieu of Filtera. 
v. Adam Weissman: Affirms comments on architecture.  Disagrees with 

need for play area, like the idea of needing to interact and utilize the 
existing neighborhoods. 

vi. W. Doerner:  Think about art element as a gateway over the vehicle gap. 
 Supports the art concept.  Provide a direct path along the southern 
portion of the site.  Vehicle access to line up with Ingraham on east side 
of Baltimore Avenue.  Some contribution to existing City parking lots. 
 Will have an impact on public street infrastructure.  Reach out to existing 
HOA on ridesharing.   

vii. D. Marshall:  Right-in, right out, supports, likes it staggered and eclectic. 
 Shares the opinion about the gap between the two residential 
townhouse properties.  Does not support the concept of the stairwell 
between the properties.  Likes southern walkway to City lot.  Additional 
parking is really needed and there is a suburban expectation.   

viii. A. Weissman:  Archway sounds very expensive.  Blue lights in lieu of 
archway.   
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ix. Andrew Bishop:  Improvement to the property.  More of a Route One 
presence.  L configuration for the street.   

x. T. Sheffer:  Prefers an alternate to an archway concept.  Focus on rear 
unit design.   

xi. D. Marshall:  City has parking right behind (West) of the property. 
 Development is all interior, guest parking is available in the City lot. 

xii. D. Marshall:  Debate of recommendations regarding Hitching Post Hill  
xiii. A. Weissman:  Should preserve the historic setting.   
xiv. D. Marshall:  The adjacent neighborhood always wants to be separate 

from the City. 
 

3) Gateway Arts District Sector Plan:  Proposed Minor Amendments (9:05 PM – 9:20 PM) 

 J. Chandler provided the Committee with a summary of the proposed 
amendments, which were limited to the following 

i. Exempt freestanding signs on non-commercial property in the TRN 
Character Area 

ii. Amend the Table of Permitted Uses for TRN Character Area to limit the 
number of units to a maximum of two (2) dwelling units that can be 
created in a single family home; 

iii. Clarify Table of Uses to explicitly prohibit vehicle parts & services 
including installation services;  

 
4) Development Update (9:25 PM – 9:40 PM) 

 Safeway Development 

 Kiplinger Development:  Phases I & II 

 Artworks at 4800 Rhode Island Avenue 

 Ager Road Green Street Project 
5) Meeting Adjourned (9:41 PM) 
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Public Works 

SUBJECT
University Hills Project Approval (10 minutes)

Motion #
24-08-FY17

Recommendation:
I move that the Mayor and Council approve the staff recommendations for the University Hills Sidewalk Street
Rehabilitation Project and approve the expenditure of funds in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000.00 for NZI
Construction to execute Phase 2 of the project.  

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator 

ATTACHMENTS
University Hills Sidewalk and Streets Project - comparison 2016.doc

Summary Background:
During the July 18th City Council meeting, the staff presented their construct-ability of sidewalks evaluation and
analysis for all phases of the of the University Hills Sidewalk and Streets Project. The staff evaluation considered
field observations, existing tree canopy, geometry of street conditions, storm water mitigation and other related
existing conditions.  The City has completed Phase 1 of the project and is prepared to execute Phase 2.

Next Steps:
With Council approval,  the City will proceed with Phase 2 which will include the following  streets:  Gumwood St,
Stanford St (dead end segment), Rutgers St, Purdue St, Pennsylvania St, Claymore St, and Calverton St (to Adelphi).

Fiscal Impact:
Funds for this project are in the Capital Improvements Budget and will not exceed $1,000,000.00.

City Administrator Comments:
Recommend Support

Community Engagement:
We have met with the University Hills community multiple times to discuss this project. We will continue to
schedule community meetings as needed. 

Strategic Goals:
Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the CIty

Legal Review Required?
Complete
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University Hills Sidewalk and Streets Project

Comparison of University Hills 2013 Council Approved Project Guidelines and 2016 Staff 
Recommendations 

3400 Block of Stanford Drive

2013 – No sidewalk on the southeast side of the 
street. The street is main pedestrian and vehicular 
thoroughfare. By placing the sidewalk of the 
northwest side of the street the impact to 
households is minimal

2016 – The work on the 3400 block of Stanford 
followed the 2013 recommendations and is 
complete

3300 Block of Stanford Drive

2013 -Sidewalk as recommended on the paving 
plan. This would be contrary to the petition 
submitted against sidewalks

2016 -All homes on this block are within 
approximately 300 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a low volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations and prior traffic 
studies. There would be increases in impervious 
surfaces that would require additional mitigation. 
At this time no sidewalk is recommended on this 
block

3300 Block of Rutgers Street

2013- Sidewalk as recommended in paving plan. 
No petition against sidewalks submitted.

2016 - All homes on this block are within 
approximately 400 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a low volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations and prior traffic 
studies. There would be increases in impervious 
surfaces that would require additional mitigation. 
At this time no sidewalk is recommended on this 
block.
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3400 Block of Rutgers Street

2013 -Sidewalk as recommended in the paving 
plan. No petition against sidewalks submitted

2016 -All homes on this block are within 450 feet 
of a “main” road with sidewalks. There is a low 
volume of traffic, as shown through field 
observations and prior traffic studies. There would 
be increases in impervious surfaces that would
require additional mitigation. Additionally, more 
concrete work than usually expected would be 
required, causing a small increase in construction 
costs. At this time no sidewalk is recommended on 
this block.

3400 Block of Purdue Street

2013- Sidewalk as recommended in the paving 
plan. No petition against sidewalks submitted.

2016 -All homes on this block are within 
approximately 360 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a low volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations and prior traffic 
studies. There would be increases in impervious 
surfaces that would require additional mitigation. 
To avoid trees, utilities’ structures, and work with 
the topography, there would have to be many 
changes in direction, custom built aprons and lead 
walks, and several retaining walls, all of which 
would cause a moderate increase in construction 
costs and time. At this time no sidewalk is 
recommended on this block.

3300 Block of Pennsylvania Street

2013- Sidewalk as recommended in the paving 
plan. No petition against sidewalks submitted.

2016-All homes on this block are within 
approximately 360 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a low volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations. There would be 
increases in impervious surfaces that would 
require additional mitigation. Existing utilities may 
require a moderate to significant increase in 
construction costs to work around. At this time no 
sidewalk is recommended on this block.
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3400 Block of Pennsylvania Street

2013 – 70.6% of households signed a petition 
against sidewalks. Two households were in favor 
of sidewalks, if one could be proposed that would 
remove a lane of parking.  It is unclear if that 
would be acceptable to the majority of residents

2016 -All homes on this block are within 
approximately 320 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a low volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations and prior traffic 
studies. There would be increases in impervious 
surfaces that would require additional mitigation. 
There are many existing utility structures that may 
require additional work or modification. This work 
could add a moderate to significant increase to the 
cost and time required to complete the work. At 
this time no sidewalk is recommended on this 
block.

3400 Block of Notre Dame Street

2013 -Sidewalk behind curb as recommended in 
paving plan. Petitions submitted against sidewalk 
do not meet signature threshold.

2016-All homes on this block are within 300 feet of 
a “main” road with sidewalks. There is a low 
volume of traffic, as shown through field 
observations and prior traffic studies. There would 
be increases in impervious surfaces that would 
require additional mitigation. At this time no 
sidewalk is recommended on this block.

3200 Block of Gumwood Street

2013-Sidewalk on south side of street. No sidewalk 
on north side of street. This would contrary to the 
petition submitted against sidewalks signed by 
53.3% of households. Having one sidewalk 
installed can be a compromise between the 
majority of residents against sidewalks and the 
possible benefit of having a sidewalk connecting 
3100 block of Gumwood.  

2016-All homes on this block are up to 
approximately 550 feet of a “main” road with 
sidewalks. There is a higher volume of traffic, as 
shown through field observations and prior traffic 
studies, due to this being the only point of access 
for several blocks of homes. And there have been 
numerous pedestrians observed walking along this 
block. At this time a sidewalk is recommended on 
this block to complete connectivity between 
existing sidewalks and “main” roads.
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3300 Block of Gumwood Street

2013-Sidewalk as recommended in paving plan. 
Petition submitted against sidewalks does not 
meet signature threshold. 

2016-Several homes on this block will be more 
than 500 feet of a “main” road with sidewalks. 
There is a higher volume of traffic, as shown 
through field observations and prior traffic studies, 
as this street is a collector for several other blocks. 
There would be increases in impervious surfaces 
and additional mitigation. There would be several 
traffic calming elements included in the proposed 
plan. At this time sidewalk construction is 
recommended on this block.

7200 Block of Wells Parkway

2013 -6’sidewalks on one side of street only (either 
side) with stormwater management 
improvements. Parking availability should be 
maintained for both side of the street. A sidewalk 
the length of the entire street can be considered 
beneficial as this is a main pedestrian and 
vehicular thoroughfare. At the intersection of 
Adelphi Road, enough roadway should be 
maintained to provide for two lanes of vehicles 
exiting the neighborhood and one lane entering. 

2016- This road is a major access point to the 
neighborhood. This road is also a main access 
route to a public park. There is a moderate volume 
of traffic, as shown through field observations and 
prior traffic studies. Vehicle speed is generally 
elevated on this block from field observations. At 
this time a sidewalk or other pedestrian access is 
recommended on this block.

7300 Block of Wells Parkway

2013 -6’sidewalks on one side of street only (either 
side) with stormwater management 
improvements. Parking availability should be 
maintained for both side of the street. A sidewalk 
the length of the entire street can be considered 
beneficial as this is a main pedestrian and 
vehicular thoroughfare. At the intersection of 
Adelphi Road, enough roadway should be 
maintained to provide for two lanes of vehicles 
exiting the neighborhood and one lane entering.

2016- This road is a major access point to the 
neighborhood. This road is also a main access 
route to a public park. There is a moderate volume 
of traffic, as shown through field observations and 
prior traffic studies. Vehicle speed is generally 
elevated on this block from field observations. At 
this time a sidewalk or other pedestrian access is 
recommended on this block.
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7400 Block of Wells Boulevard 

2013 -6’sidewalks on one side of street only (either 
side) with stormwater management 
improvements. Parking availability should be 
maintained for both side of the street. A sidewalk 
the length of the entire street can be considered 
beneficial as this is a main pedestrian and 
vehicular thoroughfare. At the intersection of 
Adelphi Road, enough roadway should be 
maintained to provide for two lanes of vehicles 
exiting the neighborhood and one lane entering.

2016- This road is a major access point to the 
neighborhood. This road is also a main access 
route to a public park. There is a moderate volume 
of traffic, as shown through field observations and 
prior traffic studies. Vehicle speed is generally 
elevated on this block from field observations. At 
this time a sidewalk or other pedestrian access is 
recommended on this block.

7500 Block of Wells Boulevard 

2013 -6’sidewalks on one side of street only (either 
side) with stormwater management 
improvements. Parking availability should be 
maintained for both side of the street. A sidewalk 
the length of the entire street can be considered 
beneficial as this is a main pedestrian and 
vehicular thoroughfare. At the intersection of 
Adelphi Road, enough roadway should be 
maintained to provide for two lanes of vehicles 
exiting the neighborhood and one lane entering.

2016- This road is a major access point to the 
neighborhood. This road is also a main access 
route to a public park. There is a moderate volume 
of traffic, as shown through field observations and 
prior traffic studies. Vehicle speed is generally 
elevated on this block from field observations. At 
this time a sidewalk or other pedestrian access is
recommended on this block.

7600 Block of Wells Boulevard

2013 -6’sidewalks on one side of street only (either 
side) with stormwater management 
improvements. Parking availability should be 
maintained for both side of the street. A sidewalk 
the length of the entire street can be considered 
beneficial as this is a main pedestrian and 
vehicular thoroughfare. At the intersection of 
Adelphi Road, enough roadway should be 
maintained to provide for two lanes of vehicles 
exiting the neighborhood and one lane entering.

2016- This road is a major access point to the 
neighborhood. This road is also a main access 
route to a public park. There is a moderate volume 
of traffic, as shown through field observations and 
prior traffic studies. Vehicle speed is generally 
elevated on this block from field observations. At 
this time a sidewalk or other pedestrian access is 
recommended on this block.
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7200 Block of Claymore Street

2013-Sidewalks as recommended in the paving 
plan. No petition against new sidewalks submitted. 

2016 -This block connects the old City of 
Hyattsville to the University Hills Annexation. 
There is a low volume of traffic, as shown through 
field observations and prior traffic studies. There 
would be low increases in impervious surfaces that 
would require additional mitigation. This block 
completes a pedestrian route from the University 
Hills area to the rest of the city, specifically 
Northwestern High School. It avoids having 
students walking along Adelphi to the school and 
completes a walking network. A sidewalk is 
recommended for this street.
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Hyattsville City Council Agenda Item Report

Meeting Date: August 1, 2016
Submitted by: Laura Reams
Submitting Department: Public Works 

SUBJECT
37th Street Traffi c Calming and Sidewalk Installation (10 minutes)

Motion #
TBD: Scheduled for Consent on 9/19/16

Recommendation:

Sponsor(s):
At the Request of the City Administrator

ATTACHMENTS

Summary Background:
In November 2015 the City received a request from Council Member Solomon along with a validated petition from
the residents of 37th Place requesting the City conduct a speed study and make recommendations to address traffi c
volume and speed on 37th place.  The staff evaluation confirmed excessive volume primarily due to cut-thru traffi c
and recommended collapsible bollards on Gaines Alley in an effort to close the street to thru-traffi c.  A majority of
the residents expressed concern with closing the Ally and asked the staff to consider alternative solutions.  The staff
worked with the residents to formulate additional recommendations and installed temporary traffi c barriers to
simulate (bump outs) in early 2016.  The staff, with resident input, later determined that the temporary barriers
simulating bump-outs were effective in slowing traffi c and reducing volume.  In addition, when bump-outs are
designed with rain gardens they serve as an effective low impact design element and storm water mitigation option.
 The staff recommends installing bump-outs and is prepared to move forward with designing and constructing them
as rain gardens and a permanent solution to traffi c volume and storm water management on 37th Pl. 
 A sidewalk will need to be constructed on the West side of 37th Pl to facilitate safe pedestrian access and passage. 
The funds for this green street project were included in the FY17 Capital Improvement and are not expected to
exceed $22,000.   

Next Steps:
Hold a public meeting w/ residents to discuss design, location, and timeline of the sidewalk installation and
bump-outs.  
Install sidewalks to improve safety and bump-outs to mitigate traffi c volume and improve storm water management.

Fiscal Impact:
$260K for sidewalk and infrastructure projects are included in the FY17 Capital Improvements Budget. 

City Administrator Comments:
This Green Street project should improve traffi c volume and speed and mitigate storm water.  It was proposed with
active resident involvement.  Recommend Support.

Community Engagement:
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Staff has attended two previous meetings to engage citizens adjacent to 37th street. An additional public meeting
will be held to discuss design, location, impact and timelines. 

Strategic Goals:
Goal 3 - Ensure the Long-Term Economic Viability of the CIty

Legal Review Required?
Pending
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Main City Calendar: August 2 – September 19, 2016 

Weekly Program Offerings  

Ageless Grace Senior Exercise Classes  
Wednesdays and Fridays, 10:00 AM @ the City Administrative Building  
Thursdays, 9:00 AM @ The Mall at Prince Georges 
 
Summer Arts Camp for Seniors and People with Disabilities 
Wednesdays 1:00 PM - 3:00 PM @ the City Administrative Building  
 
Hyattsville Farmers Market 
Tuesdays 3:00 PM - 7:00 PM @ the Corner of East-West Highway and Queens Chapel Road (Redeemer 
Lutheran Church Parking Lot) 
   
City Calendar: August 2 – September 19, 2016 

Call-a-Bus Shopping Trips 

 August 2, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Shoppers Food Warehouse/Price Rite 

 August 4, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Safeway/Aldi’s 

 August 8, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Giant 

 August 16, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Shoppers Food Warehouse/Price Rite 

 August 18, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Safeway/Aldi’s 

 August 22, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Giant 

 August 25, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Safeway/Aldi’s 

 August 30, 11:00 AM - 1:00 PM @ Shoppers Food Warehouse/Price Rite 
Please call 301-985-5000 to reserve your seat! 

 
National Night Out Against Crime 
August 2, 6:00 PM - 9:00 PM @ Heurich Park 
 
Police & Public Safety Advisory Committee 
August 3, 7:30 PM @ Hyattsville Public Library 
 
Seniors on the Go! Choptank Riverboat Cruise & Crabfeast 
August 11, 9:00 AM - 5:00 PM 
 
Hyattsville Environment Committee 
August 16, 7:00 PM - 9:00 PM @ 4310 Gallatin Street 
 
Residential Parking Zone Committee 
August 16th, 7:00 PM, Prangley Room 
 
CANCELLED - Code Compliance Advisory Committee Meeting  
August 17, 7:00 PM @ City Administrative Building  
 
2016 Summer Jam Series 
August 19, 6:30 PM - 8:30 PM @ City of Hyattsville Municipal Building 
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Main City Calendar: August 2 – September 19, 2016 

Sunset Movie Series at Heurich Park - Inside Out (PG) 
August 26, 8:00 PM - 9:30 PM @ Heurich Park 
 
Seniors on the Move - Free Movie Monday 
September 5, 9:00 AM - 12:30 PM @ Beltway Plaza, Academy 8 Theaters 
Call-A-Bus will transport. Please call 301-985-5020 by 2:00 PM on the Friday prior to the event. 
 
Board of Supervisors of Elections Meeting 
September 6, 4:00 PM - 5:00 PM @ 3rd Floor Inner Conference Room 
 
Police & Public Safety Advisory Committee 
September 7, 7:00 PM, Location TBD 
 
Hyattsville Arts & Ales Festival 
September 10, 12:00 PM - 6:00 PM 
 
Community Planning Sessions  
Thursday, September 15th, Wednesday, September 21st and Saturday, September 24th  
Bring a friend and plan Hyattsville's future by participating in our community planning sessions.  This is 
an opportunity for residents, businesses and community partners to come help us plan for success.  The 
first 25 participants at each planning session receive one free t-shirt. 
 
Park(ing) Day 
September 16, All Day   
Celebrate National Park(ing) Day in Hyattsville as we transform public parking spaces into 2-hour pop up 
park events starting at 7 AM on Hamilton Street in front of Queens Chapel Town Center, additional event 
information will be posted on the City's website in August. PARK(ing) Day is an annual international event 
where citizens, artists and businesses collaborate to temporarily transform metered parking spaces into 
PARK(ing) spaces: temporary public places. Throughout the City, you’ll find PARK(ing) spaces set up where 
you can enjoy temporary pop-up parks in spaces typically reserved for cars. 
 
Green Expo 
September 17, All Day @ City Administrative Building 
 
City Council Meeting 
September 19, 8:00 PM - 10:00 PM @ City Administrative Building, 3rd Floor, Council Chambers 
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