
From: Neam, Dominique
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: FW: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:56:25 AM
Attachments: image.png

LindenForSidewalkRqmnt.docx

From: Sterling Mehring <yosterling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:52 AM
To: Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org>
Cc: Jeffrey Robertson <jeff@casengineering.com>; Lindsey, Amy
<amy.lindsey@montgomeryplanning.org>
Subject: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

Ms. Neam:
I am submitting applicant materials important to our argument to the Planning Board.  This was
submitted earlier but failed to show up in the staff report.
The summary of our points are in the .doc file.  I have also included the photos embedded in the file
separately if that is helpful.

Sterling Mehring

 Sterling Mehring
301-807-9200

Item 3 - Correspondence

mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:mcp-chair@mncppc-mc.org
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2424 Forest Glen Rd.  Transportation Planning Issue – Sidewalks



Reasons to forgo the removal of the State Roads sidewalk installed 2017-8 and regrade and reinstall along applicant’s frontage.  Photos attached to illustrate points below.

1. This is apparently not a county priority.  The safety of a setback sidewalk was not a priority when this sidewalk was installed by the county and on the county’s property at Forest Glen Park.  Approximately 318’ of frontage did not include this requirement.  Even though the 2 modern subdivisions on either side of it provided frontage to do it and the opportunity to require others to install it on either end. (2x pics)

2. Recent subdivisions nearby along the same road below did have exceptions to this standard.  They dedicated the area for the 80’ ROW but did not require the stepped back sidewalk.

a. 2001 Belvedere Glen Block A. 4’ sidewalk along the curb.  Subdivision 2001 (pic)

b. The Mares Field of Forest Glen 1988.  2 lot subdivision   just before the park (pic)

c. Forest Glen Knolls Block 5 – subdivision of Forest Glen Ct.   just after the county park, it also does not set the sidewalk back from the curb between the park and the court. (pic)

3. This State Roads Capital Project was installed recently to a high standard with tall curbs and 5’ wide pavement.  It is wasteful to remove recently installed sidewalk.

4. Relocating the sidewalk will involve removing the entire length of Steel guard rail.  My agreement with the neighbors at 2500 Forest Glen Rd. stipulates that I will not remove the guard rail in front of their house and lot.   The owners do not favor the relocation of the sidewalk even if I have the State Barricade reinstalled

5. The Historic district to the East does not favor the relocation of the sidewalk.  Owners of 2420 Forest Glen Rd prefer the sidewalk remain as installed.  The sidewalk standard being suggested requires the Sidewalk to come back to the curb at our property line, where it is steep.   The sidewalk along 2420 required a retaining wall to install the existing curb side sidewalk.  

6. This requirement while creating a satisfying theoretical consistency on the ground it will be visually anomalous.

7. This requirement would be wasteful.  If in the future the 80’ ROW becomes a reality on the ground it will require the removal of the existing sidewalk and curb as well as the contemplated sidewalk.  

8. ‘Fairness’.  Making an existing parcel into a buildable lot should not be overly burdened. Our project started with merely trying to get a record plat of the East portion of P674. To make a large existing but not grandfathered parcel into a buildable lot in a location Planning doctrine encourages development.   Staff position was it was not appropriate to do so and inclusion of the adjoining parcels was required.  Much more frontage, more forest more of everything to regulate and expense to the owner.    After 5 months of negotiations and lawyers reviews I was able to get the neighboring owners to agree to be gifted the West portion of the parcel and to have their property included in the subdivision without expense. They are assuming their property will remain unchanged.   The unanticipated expenses of complying with tree conservation on my site as well as the acquiescent neighboring property  are burdens enough.

Thank you for considering my request for relief from this transportation planning requirement.

Sterling Mehring,  yoSterling@gmail.com,  301-807-9200

[image: ]

Steep topo at 2420 Forest Glen Rd Historic resource where the sidewalk must rejoin curb sidewalk.

[image: ]

Belvedere Glen Subdivision Block A.  Sidewalk and complying with the 80’ ROW as planned but with sidewalk to curb installed in front of 3 lots.

[image: ][image: ]

Forest Glen Park Frontage
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Mares Field Subdivision.  Sidewalk to the Western boundary of Forest Glen Park

[image: ]

Forest Glen Knolls,  from Forest Glen Ct to Forest Glen Park whose East boundary is visible.
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2424 Forest Glen Rd.  Transportation Planning Issue – Sidewalks 
 

Reasons to forgo the removal of the State Roads sidewalk installed 2017-8 and regrade and reinstall 
along applicant’s frontage.  Photos attached to illustrate points below. 

1. This is apparently not a county priority.  The safety of a setback sidewalk was not a priority when 
this sidewalk was installed by the county and on the county’s property at Forest Glen Park.  
Approximately 318’ of frontage did not include this requirement.  Even though the 2 modern 
subdivisions on either side of it provided frontage to do it and the opportunity to require others 
to install it on either end. (2x pics) 

2. Recent subdivisions nearby along the same road below did have exceptions to this standard.  
They dedicated the area for the 80’ ROW but did not require the stepped back sidewalk. 

a. 2001 Belvedere Glen Block A. 4’ sidewalk along the curb.  Subdivision 2001 (pic) 
b. The Mares Field of Forest Glen 1988.  2 lot subdivision   just before the park (pic) 
c. Forest Glen Knolls Block 5 – subdivision of Forest Glen Ct.   just after the county park, it 

also does not set the sidewalk back from the curb between the park and the court. (pic) 
3. This State Roads Capital Project was installed recently to a high standard with tall curbs and 5’ 

wide pavement.  It is wasteful to remove recently installed sidewalk. 
4. Relocating the sidewalk will involve removing the entire length of Steel guard rail.  My 

agreement with the neighbors at 2500 Forest Glen Rd. stipulates that I will not remove the 
guard rail in front of their house and lot.   The owners do not favor the relocation of the 
sidewalk even if I have the State Barricade reinstalled 

5. The Historic district to the East does not favor the relocation of the sidewalk.  Owners of 2420 
Forest Glen Rd prefer the sidewalk remain as installed.  The sidewalk standard being suggested 
requires the Sidewalk to come back to the curb at our property line, where it is steep.   The 
sidewalk along 2420 required a retaining wall to install the existing curb side sidewalk.   

6. This requirement while creating a satisfying theoretical consistency on the ground it will be 
visually anomalous. 

7. This requirement would be wasteful.  If in the future the 80’ ROW becomes a reality on the 
ground it will require the removal of the existing sidewalk and curb as well as the contemplated 
sidewalk.   

8. ‘Fairness’.  Making an existing parcel into a buildable lot should not be overly burdened. Our 
project started with merely trying to get a record plat of the East portion of P674. To make a 
large existing but not grandfathered parcel into a buildable lot in a location Planning doctrine 
encourages development.   Staff position was it was not appropriate to do so and inclusion of 
the adjoining parcels was required.  Much more frontage, more forest more of everything to 
regulate and expense to the owner.    After 5 months of negotiations and lawyers reviews I was 
able to get the neighboring owners to agree to be gifted the West portion of the parcel and to 
have their property included in the subdivision without expense. They are assuming their 
property will remain unchanged.   The unanticipated expenses of complying with tree 
conservation on my site as well as the acquiescent neighboring property  are burdens enough. 

Thank you for considering my request for relief from this transportation planning requirement. 

Sterling Mehring,  yoSterling@gmail.com,  301-807-9200 

mailto:yoSterling@gmail.com


 

Steep topo at 2420 Forest Glen Rd Historic resource where the sidewalk must rejoin curb sidewalk. 

 

Belvedere Glen Subdivision Block A.  Sidewalk and complying with the 80’ ROW as planned but with 
sidewalk to curb installed in front of 3 lots. 



 

Forest Glen Park Frontage 



 

Mares Field Subdivision.  Sidewalk to the Western boundary of Forest Glen Park 

 

Forest Glen Knolls,  from Forest Glen Ct to Forest Glen Park whose East boundary is visible. 



From: Neam, Dominique
To: Coello, Catherine
Subject: FW: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 12:27:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png

18105_MDSHA Plat 28932.pdf
19554_DEED_1966_MDSHA_slope Easement(L3521 F625).pdf
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From: Sterling Mehring <yosterling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 11:46 AM
To: Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org>
Cc: Jeffrey Robertson <jeff@casengineering.com>
Subject: Re: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.
 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

ok I will follow the written points generally and hopefully you can scroll the photos as I do.  I hope they are
clear in their connection to the points.
It wont be long, I assume the members review this before the meeting,  I won't belabor it .
 
 
Also there was a late surprise the staff sprung in me this morning.  They are taking a legal position on
expired easements.  It might be useful to have the attached easements in the board members  files if they
want to refer to them as we argue the point.
 
Thank you.
Sterling
 
             Sterling Mehring
               301-807-9200
 

 
 
 
 
On Tue, Nov 17, 2020 at 11:16 AM Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org> wrote:

Thank you. Feel free to call on me during the meeting for assistance with pulling up the photos.
 

mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:catherine.coello@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
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From: Sterling Mehring <yosterling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 11:11 AM
To: Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org>
Cc: Jeffrey Robertson <jeff@casengineering.com>; Lindsey, Amy
<amy.lindsey@montgomeryplanning.org>; Coello, Catherine <catherine.coello@mncppc-mc.org>
Subject: Re: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.
 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

Dominique:
Thank you for that suggestion.  I have added the file as a pdf.
We are learning how to do business in this new online environment.  Thank you.
Sterling Mehring
 
 
             Sterling Mehring
               301-807-9200
 

 
 
On Tue, Nov 17, 2020 at 10:56 AM Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org> wrote:

Good morning,
 
Are these documents you would like displayed while you are providing your testimony or would you
like these submitted to the Board before the hearing? I am happy to assist with pulling up the photos
during the presentation but it would be easier if they were in one pdf document so I can scroll through
them as you are giving your testimony.
 
Dominique
 

 Dominique Neam  
Technology Solutions Success Team, ITI Division 
Montgomery County Planning Department
2425 Reedie Drive, 3rd Floor, Wheaton, MD 20902
dominique.neam@mncppc-mc.org 
o: 301.650.5603 c: 240.475.0232 

               

mailto:yosterling@gmail.com
mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:jeff@casengineering.com
mailto:amy.lindsey@montgomeryplanning.org
mailto:catherine.coello@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:dominique.neam@mncppc-mc.org
https://nam03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fmontgomeryplanning&data=04%7C01%7Ccatherine.coello%40mncppc-mc.org%7Cfe01ab1f9fef4bd5521308d88b1df8ba%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C637412308485830536%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=cfN9%2FZbjKH9%2FRY0gGbbppbeNo8mVsA%2FreynBS5ldQxo%3D&reserved=0
https://nam03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2Fmontgomeryplans&data=04%7C01%7Ccatherine.coello%40mncppc-mc.org%7Cfe01ab1f9fef4bd5521308d88b1df8ba%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C637412308485840525%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=O8zCwhr%2FQNgS%2FZkwAwNTMzjdNlFrkSopHP0tc79ba5k%3D&reserved=0
https://nam03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fuser%2Fmontgomeryplanning&data=04%7C01%7Ccatherine.coello%40mncppc-mc.org%7Cfe01ab1f9fef4bd5521308d88b1df8ba%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C637412308485840525%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=9RfH0GcJomIHpogIuvLLH8NyXw%2Bz7QtdQRiNUiZ24GM%3D&reserved=0
https://nam03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.montgomeryplanning.org%2F&data=04%7C01%7Ccatherine.coello%40mncppc-mc.org%7Cfe01ab1f9fef4bd5521308d88b1df8ba%7Ca9061e0c24ca4c1cbeff039bb8c05816%7C0%7C0%7C637412308485850524%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=E3CXdxnL8opxlp%2BR4QAoO%2BfLPpii19yaEimqjD6SfbM%3D&reserved=0


 
 
 
 

From: Sterling Mehring <yosterling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:52 AM
To: Neam, Dominique <Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org>
Cc: Jeffrey Robertson <jeff@casengineering.com>; Lindsey, Amy
<amy.lindsey@montgomeryplanning.org>
Subject: Online Meeting November 19. Linden Forest Exhibits.
 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

Ms. Neam:
I am submitting applicant materials important to our argument to the Planning Board.  This was
submitted earlier but failed to show up in the staff report.
The summary of our points are in the .doc file.  I have also included the photos embedded in the file
separately if that is helpful.
 
Sterling Mehring
 
 
             Sterling Mehring
               301-807-9200
 

 
 
 

mailto:yosterling@gmail.com
mailto:Dominique.Neam@mncppc-mc.org
mailto:jeff@casengineering.com
mailto:amy.lindsey@montgomeryplanning.org


S
T

A
T

E
 H

IG
H

W
A

Y
 A

D
M

IN
IS

T
R

A
T

IO
N

 (
S

ta
te

 R
oa

d 
P

la
ts

) 
M

 -
51

2-
01

8-
32

0 
P

la
t 2

89
32

, M
S

A
_S

16
25

_2
89

32
. D

at
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
3/

8/
19

85
. P

rin
te

d 
02

/2
0/

20
18

.



M
O

N
T

G
O

M
E

R
Y

 C
O

U
N

T
Y

 C
IR

C
U

IT
 C

O
U

R
T

 (
La

nd
 R

ec
or

ds
) 

C
K

W
 3

52
1,

 p
. 0

62
5,

 M
S

A
_C

E
63

_3
47

9.
 D

at
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
04

/1
4/

20
08

. P
rin

te
d 

06
/1

8/
20

20
.



M
O

N
T

G
O

M
E

R
Y

 C
O

U
N

T
Y

 C
IR

C
U

IT
 C

O
U

R
T

 (
La

nd
 R

ec
or

ds
) 

C
K

W
 3

52
1,

 p
. 0

62
6,

 M
S

A
_C

E
63

_3
47

9.
 D

at
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
04

/1
4/

20
08

. P
rin

te
d 

06
/1

8/
20

20
.



M
O

N
T

G
O

M
E

R
Y

 C
O

U
N

T
Y

 C
IR

C
U

IT
 C

O
U

R
T

 (
La

nd
 R

ec
or

ds
) 

C
K

W
 3

52
1,

 p
. 0

62
7,

 M
S

A
_C

E
63

_3
47

9.
 D

at
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
04

/1
4/

20
08

. P
rin

te
d 

06
/1

8/
20

20
.



M
O

N
T

G
O

M
E

R
Y

 C
O

U
N

T
Y

 C
IR

C
U

IT
 C

O
U

R
T

 (
La

nd
 R

ec
or

ds
) 

C
K

W
 3

52
1,

 p
. 0

62
8,

 M
S

A
_C

E
63

_3
47

9.
 D

at
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
04

/1
4/

20
08

. P
rin

te
d 

06
/1

8/
20

20
.


	1.pdf
	2.pdf
	3.pdf
	4.pdf
	5.pdf

