
Board of Directors Meeting 
Druid Hills Civic Association 

Emory University, North Decatur Building 
7:30 pm Wednesday, March 21, 2012 

 
The DHCA President, Bruce Macgregor, opened the meeting by having all present introduce themselves. 
 
2012 Membership Update  
Scott Storbeck: current membership is only at 308. Although most members are renewing online, 100 
memberships were received by mail so it is still important to reach neighbors by conventional means.  The 
database still needs cleaning up as well as continuous updating. 
 
2012 Budget Update 
Scott Storbeck has made great progress in clarifying the DHCA Finances and presented a new 
spreadsheet covering the four years from 2009-12.  Income is categorized by Membership Dues, Yard 
Sale, DH News, and the Tour & Artist Market.  Expenses are categorized by Administration of the 
Organization, Communications, Community Activities, Historic Preservation, Land Use Zoning & 
Transportation, Parks & Green space, Memberships, Grants, and Legal Expenses. 
There was discussion about the reporting and preserving of the organization’s savings and many concerns 
were expressed about transparency of the reserve account. Recent practice has not shared the size of the 
DHCA reserve account while litigation is ongoing. Many Board members feel strongly that the reserve 
account figures must be shared freely. The officers decided to address these concerns at the next EC 
meeting and it was decided to vote on the budget next month. 
 
Buckler/Nunan Update 
Rob Benfield formally introduced Seth Weissman to the board. Rob and Seth worked together 20 years ago 
and resolved differences between the DHCA & the Jerusalem House. Seth is a professor of planning at 
Georgia Tech as well as the head of a law firm that has represented neighborhoods, and he has 
represented the DHCA for over a year concerning the development of the Nunan property. 
 
Seth Weissman gave an account of his work for the DHCA.  Initially, he had mistakenly thought we could 
avoid litigation through compromise but now realizes that we are dealing with an opposition obsessed with 
winning at all cost.  When someone does not want to stop and has the resources and contacts to continue, 
they could initiate legal actions for many years more.   
This is why, when we made a tactical decision to dismiss the case in order to re-file our case with 
information that was submitted to the Planning Commission but had disappeared, we now find ourselves  
1) being sued for legal fees and defending ourselves by proving our case is not frivolous. 
2) fighting over Buckler’s Planning Commission advocate, Wendy Butler, who did not have the legal 
authority to be on the board and vote. 
3) fighting amendments attached to Georgia House Bills that will prevent Historic Commission oversight 
statewide. 
The nature of litigation is that it can lead to unpredictable places, and we now have no choice but to argue 
against his legal fees and pursue the illegality of Wendy’s vote to go back to planning board.  Even after 
successfully getting the House Bill amendment tabled, the amendment to redefine Georgia historic 
preservation has re-emerged attached to another bill with a powerful lobbyist hired by Buckler to defend it. 



 
The important issue for Druid Hills to decide is if it is worth fighting developers for the right to build cul-de-
sacs and subdivide lots in our historic district.  The best case would be for the county to buy all or a part of 
the lot as a park, but we are not in a position to do that ourselves.  The County is in confidential 
negotiations with Buckler but it is not our place to second-guess that.  The county has expressed many 
doubts after meeting with Buckler.  We can also pursue compromise proposals, but that is only productive if 
both sides are reasonable and if both sides want a compromise. 
In summary, Seth recommends that we continue to explore some type of settlement, but because the plat 
is currently approved for 7 lots by the Planning Commission (but under litigation), the chance of 
compromise is slim.  Because we are being sued for Buckler’s legal expenses, we need to re-file the case 
to be in a stronger position and to show the judge that the litigation is not frivolous.  Alternatives to this are 
not evident, although future actions such as suing the Planning Commission as a whole without naming 
individuals may be another possible way to fight the decision if it can be done economically.  Although this 
case has significant impact on all Historic Districts in the state, the DHCA ‘drew the very short straw’ by 
having a Buckler in Druid Hills, and we carry the burden of fighting for historic preservation. 
Seth concluded by stating that everyone working on this case for the DHCA is working at reduced rates.  
After decades of working with neighborhoods, he has never worked with anyone as selflessly interested in 
the neighborhood with a level of dedication as Bruce, Rob and now Cathy. 
 
Rob stated that after one year and two administrative meetings, the costs of our legal representation are 
now just above the $75K limit.  The Executive Committee recommends the authorization of the amount 
over our previous limit plus an expected next increment of $25K to continue our case. 
 
Discussion by Board Members concerning Legal Actions 
Scott Riley voiced many concerns: 

• He had tried to actively participate in the Land Use Committee lead by Bruce, but in a year there 
was only one meeting.  He wants to know how land use decisions are made. 

• There may be disagreements with what has been done and the litigation needs to end. 
• Although we accuse Buckler of being inflexible, perhaps we are the ones that are inflexible.  Why 

was an earlier compromise proposal from Buckler for three lots with partial green space not taken 
seriously?  Buckler feels that, for the DHCA, nothing in acceptable.  

• Is the pursuit of green space taken as seriously as litigation?  The letter to our Commissioner from 
the DHCA was not really supportive. 

• Even if Buckler did stack the planning Board, our Commissioner’s appointee was not present. 
• The effort, time and money that are going into litigation could be spent on the DH overlay or other 

productive concerns. 
• The appraisal for the land should be based on the 7-lot plat that has been approved. 

 
Some of the points made during the discussion that followed include 

• Chris:  This is an historic preservation issue rather than a land use issue. 
• Rob:  The 3 original platted lots do not conform to current standards but exist because they are 

grandfathered in.  All of Buckler’s proposals take the nonconforming lots and increase the non-
conforming conditions, which sets precedents we cannot support. 

• We are doing all of the following 
1. Pursuing litigation required to oppose the elimination of input by the Historic Preservation 

Commission 



2. Encouraging the purchase of all or part of the property as a park by the county 
3. Opposing inappropriate Legislation initiated by buckler 

• We should and we are pursuing alternative options, but given the history of Buckler’s efforts and 
methods, we would be foolish not to be wary. 

• Scott:  99% of our efforts are with litigation; We need to put more effort into the other options 
• Scott displayed a new 3-lot proposal he obtained from Mr. Buckler that differed from an earlier 4-lot 

proposal introduced in the past.  The new proposal does not appear to increase the non-
conformance of the existing lots.  Bruce commented that if Scott can make it happen, he would 
have done a good days work. 

• We have expended tremendous effort trying to get information on frontage, price, etc.  Buckler has 
not responded.  The ‘crickets chirping’, that Buckler heard when he made a proposal to us were 
chirping after we responded asking for details. 

• Offers for green space are not being made with our money so we cannot dictate to him to submit 
appraisals or offers. 

 
A Motion of the Executive Committee was made to approve an additional $25K above current expenditures 
to defend us from Buckler’s frivolous recovery of his legal fees as well as to re-file our litigation. 
The motion was approved without visible opposition.  
 
Tour/Artist Market Update 
The Annual DH House Tour beginning April 20 still needs more volunteer Docents. 
Committees associated with the new Rutledge Park will help with tour participation. 
 
Land Use Updates 
Chuck Palmer is working pro bono with the neighborhoods on issues involving the Frazier Center.  Many 
neighbors feel that the Center is reluctant to accommodate their concerns as the center pursues an Overlay 
District and SLUP to accommodate their needs. 
 
The proposed subdivision of the Matthews Property on Vilenah Ln. was approved by HPC after agreeing to 
balance the lot sizes.  
 
A developer has obtained an Option to buy the Lullwater Apartments.  However at least 3 1/2 of the 5 acres 
are within stream buffers and the FEMA floodplain. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:05.  

 


