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THE Commission has jurisdiction over che heavil populated suburban area in 

Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties adjacent co the acioo's Capital. This 

area has common economic and social problems thus conscicuring the planning unit, 

and was incorpora,ed by the Maryland General Assembly as the Maryland-Washington 

Regional District. 

This widely recognized principle of planning on a regional basis is essential in 

providing a framework into which the development of local communities can · fie in 

a harmonious pattern. 

It also enables you the residentS of the Regional District, to present a united 

front through your Commission in dealings with Federal State and local goverrunencal 

agencies. 
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The historic Calvert Mansion, Riverdale, wher,e the Commission maintains a regional office. 
Baile in 180 l, this suucru:re was once the home of George Cahen, son of rbe sixth l.ord 
Baltimore. 

Planning Bu.ildiog. Si.Iver Spring. in wh.ich th.e Commission bas another regional office.. 
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T HE last 12 _months m~rk_ed the 26th ye~r since The :"'aryland- a~ional Capital Park 

and Plannmg Com.m1ss10n was establ1Sbed to guide the orderly development of 

the Maryland suburbs adjoining the District of Columbia. 

As in the :first quarter-century of its existence, the Commission's cecord during 

the past year speaks for itself in the continued progress achieved through the application 

of sound planning practices to the problems which constantly arise in one of the 

fastest growing areas in the country. 

This planning unit extends over some 320 square miles in. Montgomery and 

Prince Georges Counties with a population of over 400,000. And c:he surge of new 

resideo.ts into this area is still going on. 

It is. estimated that approximately 30,000 new home owners and apartment 

dwellers settled in suburban Maryland during the period covered by this report. 

While keeping pace with the demand for planning services with.in the Regional 

District, the Commission continued to make clear its willingness to extend this pro­

tection to comm.unities outside the district, if they so desire. 

Under a law passed at the 1949 session of the Maryland General Assembly, the 

Co.mmission may extend its authority at the request of the governmental agency 

having jurisdiction over the outside area involved. 

Su.ch a request came from the Prince Georges County Commissioners, who trans­

mitted the wishes of a large group of people living in the 2nd precinct of the Bowie 

election district. 

Accordingly, the Commission immediately instituted building inspection in that 

area and agreed to exer,cise other protective functions there, includin_g subdivision 

control, planning and preparation of a zoning map. 

The amazing growth of the Regional District in recent years and the growing 

interdependence of its political subdivisions has given added importance to the Com­

mission's ~esponsibility for guiding its growth in an efficient and attractive manne.r. 

W .ith this uppermost in miod, and with the co-operation of other governmental 

agencies and the public, che Commission and its staff will continue to prepare new 

plans and modernize old ones. That way, the position of the Maryland-Washington 

Regional District as one of the most progressive and planning-minded areas in America 

can be made secure. 
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NE of the Commission's most vital functions is the over-all,. long-.range planning 

of the Regional District. 

The general plan for the physical development of the R,egion, under the Commis­

sion's enabling legislation, includes such elements as the location of roads, parks, 

aviation fields, housing projectS, Federal buildings and other public structures, the 

uses of land and other factors of urban and regional planning. 

Acting under that authority, the Commission adopted a Master Highway Plan 

for the Regional Discricc as a part of the general plan. 

Primacy purpose of the highway plan is to show the pattern of roads - parkways,. 

freeways, major and secondary thoroughfares -which the Commission believes should 

be developed in the area during the next 25 years. 

It thus serves as a guide to construction agencies - county, State and F,ederal -

in the acquisition of rights-of-way needed to build new highways and improve present 

ones. It does not set up priorities and indicates only general locations of new roads. 

Two public hearings and many smaller meetings were held by the Com.mission 

co acquaint residentS with details of the plan before final action was taken. 

Some of the projects recommended by the Commission have been included in the 

12-year construction plan of the Maryland State Roads Commission and several of 

these already are under construction. 

Io many cases, the planning commission has obtained dedications of the necessary 

rights-of-way from developers when their fand is subdivided. In other instances, the 

Commission resecv,es the necessary fand under authority granted it by the General 

Assembly. 

By seeing to it that housing and commercial developments are not built in the 

paths of proposed highways, the planning commission saves the caxpayers hundreds 

of thousands of dolla.rs in condemnation costS when the highways a.re built. 

Similarly, the Commission sets building lines when it approves subdivision plats. 

This makes land avaifable for future widening of existing roads. 

This hig,bway plan was developed from a. series of earlier plans on which th.e 

Commission has been working for many years. Like those first plans, this proposal 

will be revised from rime to time. Its broad goals win not change, but the immediate 

steps proposed to reach those aims wiJl have to sruft with new ideas, new ways of 
• I 

doing things. 
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T HE Commcssjon lase year continued co expand its park system tin suburban Mont­

gomery and Prince Georges Countie . During that period, t:he Commission ac­

quired 14 J acres of park land, bringing che total to 2,942 acres. 

This land lies along eight main screams in the two counties - Cabin John Creek, 

Licde FaUs Branch Rock Creek, Sligo Creek, orthwesc Branch of the Anacostia River, 

Paine Branch Anacost.ia River and Oxon Run . 

le is acquired in accordance with the park plan adopted by the Commission in 

19 8. With this plan as a guide, the Commission 6xes park-taking lines m det,ermine 

the amount of land it believes will be needed foe park development in the various 

scream valleys. 

omenmes, the Commission is able to obtain the land w1thin these lines from 

public-spirited developers when the property is subdivi.ded. Bue more often che Com­

mission must buy the fand. And the mushroom-Like growth of tb.e Maryland-Wash­

ington Regional District has made chi land extremely expens.ive. 

Some financial assistance has been afforded the Com.miss.ion in the past under pro­

visions of the Capper-Cramcon Act, passed by Congress in 1930. This Jaw authorizes 

Congress to appropriate funds for the purchase of park land on the basis of a one-third 

gram and a tv.•o-thirds loan to the Commission. 

However, Congress failed co make any funds available to the Commission for the 

1951-2 and 1952-3 fiscal years. The Commission's request for 265,000 for 1953-4 is 

now pending before Congress. Approval of this amount would dear the way fo,r 

the Commission co borrow an additional S530,000 in matching funds. 

The Commission a.]so contributes 50 per cent of the cost of buying land for the 

George Washington Memorial Parkway a.tong che Pocomac River from the District 

of Columbia line to Great Falls. The remainder comes from the Federal Go ernmeo.t. 

To dace, the Commission's share has amounted to S448,000. 

PARK LAND ACQUllUD IN CAPPER-CRAMTON SYSTEM IN 
MONTGOMERY AND PRINCE GEORGES COUNTIES-ACRES TOTAL ACRES TO BF. ACQUIRED 

Momgom,-,y Prisu 6~01'ges Momgomwy l'ri.,.ce Gu,rga 
CflMfU'/ Co,mJ,y To1lll Co-umy Cos1Nl:, Tot.J 

Rock Creek 917 917 Rod< Creek 177 177 
Cabin John Creek 73 73 Cabin John Creek 829 829 
Little Falls Branch 116 U6 Li.ttle Falls Branch }() 30 
S1igp Cttek 277 153 430 Sligo Creek 107 10·7 
Non:hwesr Branch 240 413 653 Nonhwesr Branch 125-2 lU 1365 
Pai.in B.ra.cch 146 146 Paint Branch 1475 471 1946 
Ao.a.rosria Riiver <,o,2 602 Aaarostia ·Ri,•er· 180 180 
Choo Run 5 ; Oxo.a Rwi 367 "367 

TOTAL 1623 1319 2942 TOTAL 3870 1131 5001 
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p REPARATION of a proposed new zoning ordinance for the portion of the Mary­

land-Washington Regional District in Montgomery County and adoption of a 

zoning plan for Takoma Park highlighted the Commission's zoning activities during 

the year. 

The Commission also proposed changes in the Prince Georges County zoning 

ordinance dealing with signs, cleaning establishments, nurseries and kindergartens. 

In addition, the continued development of the Regional District resulted in a 

constant stream of applications by property owners for zoning changes. After studying 

these requests and inspecting the properties involved, the Commission made its recom­

mendations to the Montgomery County Council and the Prince Georges County 

Commissioners, who have final authority to adopt zonilng ordinances and change 

existing zoning dassifications. 

The chart below shows the Commission's zoning recommendations and the cou '.n­

ties' actions. 

178 I 
KEY TO 

COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS COUNTY ACTIONS 

APPROVE GRANTED 

APPROVE DENIED 

11111 DENY DENIED 

I DENY GRANTED 



Using the same key, here is a breakdown by counties of final zoning actions 

as compared with the Commission's recommendations. 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 5 3 

THE proposed new M~ntgomery zoning ord_in~nce,_ now be~ore the County C~~ncil'. 

represerTf5 2 ½ years work by the Comm1ss10n, 1ts technical staff and a cmzens 

advisory committee ,consisting of representatives of civic and trade organizations. 

Durini.; l~,a. time, the Commission consulted fre_quently with interested individuals 

a1Jc:l1 groups and held a public hearing before adopting the ordinance. 

It is similar to the Prince Georges County zoning ordinance, which was drafted 

by the Commission in 1948 and adopted by the County Commissioners the following 

year. 

Thus, each ordinance complements the other in guiding the overall development 

of the Regional District, while making allowances for minor local differences in each 

county. 

At this point, it should be emphasized that a zoning ordinance is not designed to 

place an area in a straitjacket with reference to its growth and development. Rather, 

it is intended to give direction to and to some extent control the course of development 

for residential, commercial and industrial purposes. 

The Commission, therefore, will continue its practice of making recommendations 

for changes in either zoning ordinance to meet changing conditions. 



THI plan, which is a detailed land u e map of the ci.ty, is the result of three years ' 

work by the Commission and ics taff. le represents the Commjssion's recom­

mendations as co how land should be used in the bi-county municipality. 

Although the need for such a plan had been evident for some time the Com­

mission was prevented from taking up the job by the more pressing need of drafting 

plans for new areas which were being built up rapidly throughout the Regional 

District after the war. 

Frequent meetings were held with city official and citizens groups. Their rec­

ommendations as co proposed zoning dassificacions were considered and in many 

cases included in the Commissio_n's proposals. 

Before adopting the plan, the Commission held rwo public hearing - one for 

the Prince Georges County portion of the ci.ty and another for the Moocgomery County 

portion. Throughout its work on the plan, accention was focu ed on the necessity and 

desirability of eying together the various recommendations into a single plan for the 

orderly development of the cicy. 

For example, where an area in cbe Montgomery County portion of the city was 

believed desirable for single-family home development, the Commission recommended 

the same use for adjacent property on the Prince Georges County side. This practice 

also was followed in Commission .recommendations for apartment and commercial 

uses of land. 

Unlike the Commissi.on's proposed Montgomery County zoning ordinance, which 

will have cbe effect of law when adopted by the County Council, the Takoma Park 

zoning plan is merely advisory and constitutes a guide to official decisions on indi­

idual matters. 
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c O TR.OL over the division of land into lots for building purposes .is one of the 

Commission's most important activities. 

Through its subdivision reguJacioos, the Commission sees t:0 it that houses are 

not jammed together haphazardly; that the lot sizes meet minimum requiremenrs and 

are in conformity with chose of surrounding housing developments; chat the streets 

are wide enough and are Jaid out in such a way as to provide for easy traffic circulacion 

and that areas are sec aside for parks schools and recreation where necessary. 

In addition, the Commission and its staff carefuUy srudy each subdivision plan 

to make certain that the copograpby of the area is suitable for building and tha,t 

erection of homes on me lots would not result in an excessive-expenditure of public 

funds for essential services, such as water and sewer. 

A similar procedure is followed in checking proposed aparrment, commercial and 

industrial developments. 

Actually the Com.mi sion maintains a double check on each subdivision plan. 

The land de eloper must first present a prdiminary plan. If and when that is ap­

proved he then must come in with a final plat in a form for recording in the land 

records. In many cases the Commission and its technical staff work with the developer 

in helping him prepare a desirable plan. 

After the final plat is appro ed, a copy is retained by the Commission for public 

inspection. 

1951-1952 

SUBDIVISION ACTIV TY 
Wlllil~ THE 

MARYLAND-WASHINGTON, REGIONAL OISTRtCT 
1951-1953 

1952-1953 

~ L.OT·S RECOROED 

ACRES 

PLATS RECORDED 



: - <j. _ .. - -. 

I :::; • • 

. - . . . 
I . 
I • • 

. •-= ~· ; .. _ :.. .. ~ 

SUBDIVISIONS RECORDED 
111ith the 

MARYLAND-WASH! GTON REGIONAL OISTRICT 
MAY I, 1952-APR. ~O, 1953 

N 

LEGEND 

• 5 or Ian lot& 

• 6 to 20 tot, 

• 21 or 1>r1 lot, 

111 
() 2 --- 3 4 5 



SUBDIVISIONS RECORDED 
within the 

MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT 
MAY I, 1952-APR. 30, 1953 

0 

• 
• 

LEGEND 
5 or le11 lot, 

6 to 20 lot, 

• 21 or more lot, 

2 3 

Scale in Miles 

4 5 

N 

1\\ 



-----------===------~-=-----------· 

On the following two pages are examples of subdivision plats as originally submitted 
and as subsequently revised by the Commission and its technical staff. 

AS SUBMI1TED. 

This plat was revised primarily to provide for additional park land and to give street 
frontage to a future school. In addition, a small triangle of land was set aside as part 
of the right-of-way for a proposed highway. 

------- ---- ---

AS REVISED. 



AS SUB fnTED. 

The re"ised plat below makes allowance for the right-of-way of a proposed highway and 
for a school sice locaced in proper relacion co che area to be sen-ed. These re,,isions also 
necessicated changes in the street pattern. 

©-
I 

AS REVISED. 
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This is how a seccion of Foresc Heighcs looked lase year whco conStruction had jusc begun. 

Here is c!he finished product today. 
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A RECORD number of 13,340 boys and girls ranging in age from 5 to 17 years 

were enrolled in the 4 1 recreation centers operated last summer in suburban 

Montgomery County by the Commission's Recreation Department 

Activities offered at these recreational si~es with qualified instructors included 

tennis, golf, softball, baseball, track and field events, archery, movies, arts and crafts, 

music, badminton, swimming and dancing. 

During the fall , the Commission sponsored four football leagues for elementary 

and high school students. A total of 273 boys were encolled in 21 teams. 

Beginning in December and continuing through March 15, the Com.mission or­

ganized 25 teen-age and adult basketball leagues with an enrollment of over 400. 

The Commission also sponsored a special basketball tournam.ent for approxi­

mately 2,000 junior and senior high school students during the Christmas holidays. 

In the spring and continuing to the opening of the Commission's summer pro­

gram June 21, the Commission sponsored 20 junior and senior high school baseball 

leagues in which about 600 youths participated. 

ln Prince Georges County., the Commission assisted the county-appointed Recrea­

tion Board in a similar program last year by contributing 12,600 and making its park 

and playground facilities available to the board. The Commiss"on chairman is a 

member of the board. 

A total of 23 centers were operated by the Recreation Board last summer and 

approximately 5,000 children were enrolled. The board also sponsored 14 teen-age 

centers during the faU and winter mouths. 

Midget. basebaJl league in action during the Commission's recreation program fast year. 



~ TOTAL of 6,296 permilS for 541,373,767 worth of building consuuction to 

-"- suburban Prince Georges Coumy were issued by the Commission's Building In­

spection Department during the past year. 

This compared with 6,814 permits and 34,409 864 worth of building construc­

tion during 1951-2. 

In the field of zoning enforcement, the Commission, through its chief building 

inspector., swore ouc warrants against six persons on charges of zoning violations and 

issued warnings in about 100 ocher cases. 

The six against whom wacrants were sworn out were convicted on charges rang.ing 

from pm:ting up a sign without a permit co permitting apartments in a residential 

~one and maintaining a junkyard io a commercial or residential zone. 

Most of the ]00 warnings involved building additions or making alcerati:oos to 

sing]e-family homes without a permii t. 

Here is a breakdown of building peFmits and construction valuation for '952-3: 

Tyf,e of Construction 
Sjog.Re family detached homes 
Triple ana.ched homes 
Apanmenis--768 units 
S.Cmi-deta.ch ed homes 
T,,10-famil y home~ 
Miiscel.lancous '* 
P:rivate garages 
Oil burners 
New Commercial 
Commercial alteration 

ew induscria] 
Indust:rial alcerauons 
Schools 
School addit;ons 
Rectory 
Churches 
Church, additions 
O:iurch aherations 
Drive-.in theater 
Post Office 
Public ucilicy buildings 
Public building 
Schoo] bus garage 
H05pital addition 

TOTAL 

Permit 

1,838 
I 0 
81 
95 
15 

2.432 
280 
475 

64 
53 
3 
n 
H 
9, 
I 
,6 
2 
2 
I 
I 
2 
I 
I 
I 

6,296 

ValuaJion 

SI ,450,045 
1,556,000 
3.801,000 
.321.:zoo 
142,000 

1.432. 86 
216,;os 
333,400 

1;020,8 3 
169.80 

2,340,800 
4,980 

2,803,801 
891,682 

63,500 
474,000 

:>6,000 
180,400 

14,950 
50,000 
26,800 

100,000 
25,000 
28238 

$411,373,767 

~ This item includes addi1ion:s and a1ceracion.s to residemiaJ buildings; [Ool. sheds. chicken houses and 
similar small su·uctuct:S. 
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18-montb legal battle by the Montgomery County Council to wrest title co the 

4--acre Silver Spring Armory lot from the Commission ended lase April when the 

Maryland Court of Appeals upheld the Commission's tide to the property. 

The tract is located in the rear of the Armory and fronts on Fenton Street 

Pershing Drive and Wayne Avenue. 

The Council filed suit in December. 1951, in Montgomery County Circuit Court 

claiming that the transfer of the property to the Commission in 1944 by the county 

was invalid. 

Chief Judge Charles W. Woodward of the Montgomery Circuit Court sustained 

the Commission's demurrer and dismissed the suit. The county then appealed co the 

Maryland Court of Appeals. 

The case was beard by the appellate court in February 1953, and Chief Judge 

Simon Sobeloff handed down the court's unanimous decision upholding the Commis­

sion's tide two months later. ' 

Judge Sobeloff also pointed out in the opinion that v.hen the Commission was 

created co assure integrated planning in Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, 

there was "legislative expectation chat the counties and the Commission should func­

tion in harmonious cooperation." 

1 Montgomery County v. Maryland-Washington Metropolitan District, et al 96 
A. 2d 353 . 



M AJOR changes in the Commission's setup have been effected as a result of legis­

lation enacted at the 1953 session of the Maryland General Assembly and signed 

by Gov. McK.eldin. 

The bill, sponsored by Senators Anders R. Lofstrand Jr., of Montgomery County 

and John R. Fletcher of Prince Georges County, was passed unanimously by the 

Senate and with only two dissenting votes in the House. 

It was incroduced after a proposal to abolish the Commission and create separate 

planning agencies in Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties was overwhelmingly 

defeated in the House. 

The bill as passed does these things: 

1. Reduces the Commission's 16-cent tax in Montgomery County tO IO cents by 

eliminating the 5-cent recreation tax and cutting the administration tax from 4 cents 

to 3 cents. 

2. Provides further auromacic reduccions in the Commission's tax in both Mont­

gomery and Prince Georges Counties by credicing the Commission's unexpended bal­

ances in its park and administration funds against future levies. 

3. Transfers the recreation program in Montgomery County from the Commis­

sion co the County. 

4. Transfers building inspection and zoning enforcement in Prince Georges 

County from the Commission to the County. 

5. Requires the Commission to hold public hearings in both counties on its 

budget, before adopting it. 

6. Compels the Commission to send the reports of its technical staff on zoning 

petitions to the Montgomery County Council and the Prince Georges County Com­

missioners along with the Commission's recommendations. 

7. Requires bi-partisan member hip of the Commission by providing that not more 

than two of the three members from each county be of cbe same political party. 

Transfer of the admjnjsuacion of the r,ecreation program in Montgomery and 

building inspection and zoning enforcement in Prince Georges was recommended by 

the Commission because each was recognized as a local function which the respective 

counties are entirely qualified to perform. 

The legislation consequently enables the Commission to devote more time to its 

principal bi-county functions - regional planning and park acqujsirion and develop­

ment. 

• .. 

I 

• 



T HE Park and Planning Commission believes a comprehensive public information 

program is an important activity of any progressive planning agency. 

Further, the Commission feels that practical planning requires mutual cooperation 

with the citizens of the community and with other governmental agencies. 

The two - information and cooperation - go hand-in-hand and help the Com­

mission to properly diagnose the varied needs of the community and co recommend 

the necessary steps for their fulfillment. 

To accomplish chis, the Commission intensified its public information program 

during the past year with a two-fold purpose in mind .: 

1. To acquaioc the taxpayers w"tb the Commission's objectives and achievements. 

2. To srimulace greater publi.c interest in planning. 

In line with these aims the Commission published a 25th anniversary booklet 

showing what it has done to guide the orderly development of the Maryland-Wash­

ington Regional Di.strict during che lase quarcer-cemmy and tracing in broad outline 

what it plans t0 do in the future. 

A coca[ of 15,000 copies of the booklet were printed and distributed to ail incer­

esred individuals and organizations. 

The Commission also sponsored a cour of its parks and road projeccs in Montgomery 

and Prince Georges Counties in which more than 100 representatives of civic and other 

.interested groups participated. 

In addition, newspaper releases and talks by Commission and scaff members be­

fore all types of organizations contributed to the Commission's policy of explaining 

its operations t0 the public. 

To further implement this policy, the Commission transacts its business at open 

meetings held every two weeks which are attended regularly by newspapermen. 



THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

STATEMENT OF CASH RECEIPTS 
AND DISBURSEMENTS 

FOR THE FISCAL YEAR MAY 1, 1952 TO APRIL 30, 1953 INCLUSIVE 
ADMtHIS1'RATIOM FUMDS 

Pri11ce 
/;fo1.1Jgomery Georges: 

Co1111J:, County Toltd 

BA.LANCE - May l, 1952 85,038.65 $ 16 654.98 $101,693.63 

RECEIPTS: 
Tax Levy 4¢ $175,5,91.52 ' 175,591.52 
Ta.x Levy 3~ 286.97 90.()96.12 90,.383.()9 
Plat Fees 11,2 8.00 5,866.65 17,144.65 
Recording Fees 795.00 655.00 1,450.00 
SaJe of Prints and , faps 2,106.5,2 1,483.10 3,589.62 
2.oning Sign and Special Exception Fees 2,.800.00 2,800.00 
SaJe o.f Zonfog Ordjnances 264.00 264.00 
Reimbursement of Telephone Expense 37 .69 87.28 461.97 
Refunds of Sala.ries and Erpeose 312.85 71 J?,7 384.72 
Dividend on Building and Loan Deposit 200.75 200.75 
Miscellaneous 60.50 l lJ?,O 72.30 

Tota.I Receipts $190,806.05 $101,536.57 $292,342.62 
Transfen from Building Inspection Fun.d 3 5.;000.00 35,000.00 

Tota.I 190,.806.0 5 ~l36,536.57 327,342.62 

Tota.I A ,•ailable 275,844.70 153,191.55 $429,036.25 

DISBURSEMENTS: 
Commissioners and Officers Salaries ;md 

Expense Allowances $ 16,837.46 S 15,737.4.1 S 32.574.87 
Engineering, Cle.rial and Custodial Salaries 86,515,72 5 l,lB0.42 137.696.14 
Sracionery and Printing 12,788.54 9,4 8.40 22,266.94 
Telephone and Poscage 4,688.13 2,090.12 6,778.25 
Equipment 2,028.28 3,826.J?,4 5,855.12 
Office Expense · 4,481.15 1,9.80.58 6,461.73 
Maintenance and Repairs 4,742.18 5,@6.26 10,438.44 
Travel Expense and :Mileage 1,625.43 -954.34 2,579.77 
Insurance and Bond Premiums 1,525.15 1,021.09 2,546.24 
Publication of Notices and Repons 1,022.14 671.85 1693.99 
Books and Technical Publications 1,163.30 861.91 2,025.21 
Professional Ser ices ll,629.16 3,656.94 15,286.10 
Highway and freeway S,u.d)' 3,00.94 9,628.43 12,672.37 
Pa.ym.ents ,o Employees Reti:rement fund 5,531.21 2,925.49 8,456.70 
Plat Recording 729.00 630.00 l,3S9.00 
Refund of Plat ;md Zoning Fees 76.00 328.00 404.00 
Miscellaneous 777.62 511.42 1,289'°1 

Tota.I Dis'bu.rsements .$159,204.41 111,179.50 270,.383.91 

Ba ance - April 30, 1953 Jll(i.640.29 $ 42,0U,OS ' 158,652.34 



PAIK fUHDS-G£HE1Al 
Prin~e 

Montgomery Georges 
CouuJy County Tot,J, 

BALANCE - May 1, 1952 $164,164.75 94,l32AO 258,297.15 

RECEIPTS: 
Tax levy ( ' $302,406.08 302,406.08 
Tax leYy 51· 12 0 71.19 127,071.19 
Rentals 6,630.00 3939.QO I0,569.00 
Reimbu.rseinen, of Expenses-Buildings 

and Grounds 2.227,28 2,227,28 
Rencal of Park I.and ,o . S. Governmen1 4,315.0 4,315.07 
Refund of Sca,e Gaso(jne Tax 139.50 166.45 305.95 
Commissions and Refunds on Telephones 221.39 221.39 
Refund of Damages ro Pa.rk Sbehers 53.30 53.30 
Refund of Deposi, on Land Purchase 500.00 500.00 
Accrued Io,eres, 250.48 250.48 
Miscellaneous 88.87 53.00 14L87 

Tom] Receipts $\Jl6,83t.97 $131,229 . .64 $448,06 l.6 l 
Transfer from Other Funds 28,057.o6 28.1)57.06 

Total ,fj.44,889.03 $131 229.64 $476,118.67 

Tocal A~·ailable 509,053.78 $225,362.04 734.415.82 

DISBURSEMENTS: 
Park Com.mwioner's Salary s 3,{i()().00 $ 3,(,00.00 
Park Supervisor's Salary 3,300.00 3,300.00 
Maintenance Labor ages 48,02.8.54 48,021,27 96.049.81 
Engineers and Clerical Salaries l 836.29 18,705.44 36,541.73 
Insurance and Bond Premiums 6,615,62 1,614.28 8,229.90 
Telephone and Postage 1,952.69 1,952.69 
Equipment 26,108.34 3.945.14 30,053.48 
Auto, Truck and Traetor Expense 12,295.39 S.384.0S 20,679.47 
Building Maintenance 29,312.48 3,266.93 32,579.41 
Roads and Grounds Maintenance 15,327.96 8,557.09 23,885.05 
Pa.rk Development 9,505.00 8,162.52 H,667.52 
Travel and Mileage 300,00 300.00 
Land Purchases 51,432.05 1,775.00 53,207.05 
Land Acquisition Costs 5,822.88 638.60 6 ,461.48 
Bond Principal 44,447.23 n.000.00 55,447.23 
Bond loteresc and Expense 26,541.64 8,168.40 34,710.64 
Payments to Employees Retirement Fund 2,173.44 l.B8().84 4,054.28 
Recreation Program 15,693.56 15.693.56 
Refund of Renea] Cabins and Shelters 50.00 50.00 
Cost of Right of Way 231.00 23LOO 
Miscellaneous 186.81 357.54 544.35 

Total Disbursements $301,236.36 SI 44,00 l .69 445,231W5 

Balance - April 30, 1953 207,817.42 81,360.35 $289,177.77 



PAIIC FUHD-.. OHTGOMEIY COUHTY-PUIU C GOLF COUISE ACCOUNT 

Sligo Park Gknbrook Totlll 

BALANCE - May 1, 1952 S 22,191.21 25,885,48 S 48,()76.69 

RECEIPTS: 
Golf Fees 31,7}8.10 34,642.50 S 66,380.60 
Food Bar Sales 13,793.61 13,793 .. 61 
food Concession 423.27 423.27 
Commissions - Vending Machines 394.48 394.48 
Refund of State Gasoline Tu: 12.50 20.50 33.00 
Miscellaneous 9.77 9.77 

Total Receipts 45,938.69 35,096.04 81,034.73 

ToiaJ A vailabJe $ 68,129.90 $ (i(),981.52 .Sl29,Hl.42 

DISBUR SEMENTS: 
SaJary - Direct.or .$ 1,699.92 1,699.92 3,399.84 
Maintenance Labor Expense 11,976.94 1 ,863.33 29,840.27 
Maintenance and Repairs 3,349.88 3,443.68 6,793.S6 
~ment 186.80 248.50 435.30 
F Bar Labor 4,540.58 4,540.58 
food Purchases 7,029.12 7.029.12 
Printing 289.49 439.50 728.99 
Insurance 470.46 707.77 1,H&.23 
Licenses 27.50 27.SO 
Paymeois to Employees Rewement Fu.nd 363.00 121.16 484.16 
P.G.A. Tournament Expense 175.75 175.75 

Total Disbursements S 29,933.69 24,699..61 54,633.30 
Transfers to Park Fund 13,952.75 11/,04.31 25,557.06 

Total 43,886.44 S 36,303.92 $ 80,l90.36 

Balance - April 30, 19>3 24,,243.46 24,677.(:/J $ 48,921.06 



PA•RK FUH D-CAf PER-C I A1MiTOM ACCOU HJS 

Montgomet:y Coulllty 

George Wasbingto1' i\lemorial Park u·,ry: 
Balance - .fay 1, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

To National Capital Park and Planning 
Commission for Land Purchases 

To Park Fund - General - Accrued 
Interest .received on Bonds 

T oral Disbursements 

Balance - April 30, 19H 

Rock Creek Park - UrJit #3: 
Balance - Ma}' 1, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

Rock Creek Park - Unit #4: 
Balance - May 1, 1952 
Reoeipts 
Disbursements: 

Land Purchase; 
Land Acquisition Costs 

Toral Disbur sements 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

S~go Creek Park - UtJiJ #-I: 
BaJance - May 1, 1952 
Receipts 
Disburse men ts : 

Land Purchases 
Land Acquisition Costs 

Total Djsbu.rsements 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

utile Falls Branch Park - Uuit #2: 
Balance - fay 1, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

Land Pu.rcllases 
Land Acquisition Costs 
To Pack Fund - Reimbursement 

Parcel #8 

Total Disbursements 

Balance- April 30, 195'3 

Total Balance - Montgomer)' Couocy ­
April 30, 19•53, 

{l) 

one 

I 55,000.00 

250.48 

"One 
one 

None 

$ 6,649.20 
575.70 

one 

$ 24,469.81 
1,394.94 

one 

45,683.27 
1,303.76 

2,500.00 

155,250.48 

155,250.48 

2,243.43 

28,583.95 

7,224.90 

$ 65,207.78 

25,,864.75 

238,806.65 

49,.487.03 

$ 

.2,243.43 

21,359.05 

39,343.03 

l89,3I9.62 

252,265.13 



PAIi( FUMD-CAl"PER-CU.MTOH A.CCOUMTS 

l'riace Georges Coanty 

A.ru&ostia Rive,. Podi - U11i1 # 1: 
Ba.Lance - Ma>• l, 1952 
Receipts one 
Disbursements one 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

Anacostia River P,z,-k- Unit ;;:2: 
Balance - May l, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

Land Purchases 
Land Acquisition Costs 

Tom! Disbu.rsemencs 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

orlhu•est Br,mch Park - 11i1 #4: 
Balance - Ma)• 1, 19S2 
Receipts: 

Trade of Land 

Disbursemeocs: 
Land Acqu.isition Costs 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

Sligo Creek P<1rk - Unit :;r:5: 
Balance - May I, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

Land Purchases 
Land Acquisi1ion Co cs 

Tocal Disbursements 

Balance - Apri.l 30, 1953 

PaiJJI Br<111ch P11rk - U11i1 # I: 
Balance - May l, 1952 
Receipts 
Disbursements: 

Land Acqwsicioo Costs 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

Tocal Balance - Prince Georges Counry­
ApciJ 30, 1953 

None 

:S00.00 
129.75 

one 

]2,386.85 
1.331.l 

one 

31,392.89 

59,076.80 

629.75 

202,()62.73 

2,500.00 

204,562.73 

592.00 

65, 60.12 

13,718;02 

$ 5 ,567.29 

500.00 

3,1,392.89 

58,447.05 

203,970.73 

52,042.10 

57/)(,7.29 

• 
402,920.06 



BUILDING INSPEC1ilON FUNDS 

Pri.1ce Georges Co• nty 

BALANCE - May I, 1952 

RECEIPTS: 
Building Permit Fees 
Oil Burner Permi.r Fees 
Occupancy Permit Fees 
Oil Burner License Fees 
Building Codes 
Sneet Index Guides 
1nsuraoce CoveEage 
Rental 
MisoeUaneous. 

Tota.I Receipis 

Toral A,,ajlable 

rnSBURSE 1ENTS: 
Inspectors and Oerical Salaries 
Telephone and Posrage 
Equipment 
Maintenance and Repairs 
Travel Expense and Mileage 
Offi.ce Expense 
Printing 
Insurance and Bond Premiums 
Refund of Permit Fees 
Pa)•ments 10 Employees Retir,ement Fund 
BOCA Codes 
Miscellaneous 

TocaJ Disbursements 
Transfers to Adminisnative Fund 

Total 

Balance - April 30,. L9;3 

$ 17,601.99 

~ 78,356.42 
1,517.00 
4,498.00 

860.00 
7 l l.00 

55.00 
62.33 

900.00 
5.05 

86,964.80 

Sl04,566.79 

$ 44,333.SS 
2,01 5.31 
3,449.76 
5,462.30 

863.49 
l.292.47 
1,209·.69 
l,225 .. 99 

787.60 
2,521.72 

105.00 
106.00 

$ 63,3 2.91 
35,000.00 

$ 98,372.91 

6,193.88 



RECIEATIOH FUMD-GEHEIAL 

Montgomery C.o•irty 

BALANCE - May I, 1952 

RECEIPTS: 
Tax Levy 3c of 5c 
Tax Le,'Y 5c 
Basketball Franchise Fees 
Miscellaneous 

Total Receipts 

Total Avajlable 

DISB RSEMENTS: 

G ener-al Expeme 
Salaries, 
Office Expense 
Sice Development 
Office and Playgrouad Equjpmenc 
Playground Mainrenance Labor 
Surveys 
Ios.urance 
Employees Retirement Expease 
Miscellaneous 

Fall-Jr-'foter-Spr;,rg Program 
I ascru.ctors Sa1a£ies 
Achlecic Equipmenc 
Supplies and Photos 
Kensington Art Class 
Trophies 
Gymnasium Rental 
Franchise Fees Refunded 

Summer Program 
fostn1ctors and Leaders Sala.ri.es 
AdiJetic Equipment 
Transporoition and Janitors fupeose 
A.ru and Crafts 
Suppljes and Photos 
Umpires and League Trophies 
Repairs and Replacements 
Rental ,of Equipment 

Total Disbursements 

Balance - ApriJ 30, 1953 

$ 14,336.12 
909.29 

2,768.87 
3,425.19 

4S.028.54 
185.00 
956.27 

1,744.65 
83.06 

7,5-61.26 
89.50 

948.6l 
799.12 

87.25 
18250 

(,().OO 

$ 57,467.34 
5,475,62 
9,256.45 
5,657.00 
2;179.96 
1,059.75 

215.85 
50.00 

RECHAT10H FUMD-IOMD ISSUE ACCOUNT 

Moat9ometry Co••ty 

Balance - May I, 1952 
RECEIPTS 
DISBURSEMENTS: 

Site De,·elopment 
Sun•eys 
Equipment 
Land Acquisition Costs 

Total Disbursemeacs 

Balance - April 30, 1953 

Nooe 

21,826 .. (,() 
2,855.01 

229.04 
144.74 

106,360.36 

25,055.39 

$ 45,193.17 

$129,470.77 
219.80 
3,00.00 

16.25 

130,006.82 

$175,199.99 

72,436.99 

9,728.24 

81,361.97 

Uj3,527.20 

$ l ],672.79 

81,304.97 



RECREATION FUND-BOHD ISSUE DEBT SERVICE ACCOUNT 

Mo•t9omery County 

Balance - May I, 19>-2 
R£CE1PTS : 

T a.x Le,·y 2c of Sc 

DISBURSEMENTS : 
Bond Principal "L" Bonds 
Bond Interest 

iocal Disbursements 

Ba.lance - April 30, 19 53 

20,000.00 
9.000.00 

SUMMARY Of BALANCES 

Admioisrracion Fund 
Park Fun.ds - Genera1 
Park Fund - Public Golf Course Account 
Park Fund - Capper Cramton Accounc ( 2 ) 
Building lnspect:ion Fund 
Recreanon Fund - Gen..-ral 
Recreacion Fund - Bond l ue Account 
Recreacion Fund - Bond I ue Debt Service 

Toca] Fund Balances 
Emplo,.ees Taxes Withheld 
Employees Retiremenc Contribution 

Total 

Ou Depr,sit i11 the Follo t,·itJg B,mks: ( 3 1 
Ken ingmn Bank, Ken ingt0n, Ma.ryland 
uburban Trust Company Si , ·er pring, Md. 

Bank of Bethesda, Bethesda, Maryland 
Bank of Silver pring, ilver Spring, Md. 
Citizens Bank of Takoma Park laryJand 
Citizens Bank of Mar)•land. Riverdalt:, .Md. 

uburban Trust Company, Hyatcsville, Id. 
Bank of Ma.r}•land, Seat Pleasant, Md. 
Fir c federal Sa,,ings and Loan Association 

Laurel, Maryland 
Perry Cash 

Total 

' otes: 

Mo1Jlgomery 
Co11111,, 

116,6 0 .29 
20 ,81 . 2 

.921.06 
252,265. U 

11,6 2. 9 
I. 04.9 

133,909.3 

52,531.03 
2.36 .85 

55.65 

' 855,654.53 

48,1)1.52 
14,433.98 

189,686.,3 
109,026.02 
9 .306. 8 

50.00 

8>:i,65 .;3 

6,595.5 

86,3,13.83. 

162,909.3, 

29,000.00 

Pri11c;e 
Georges 
Cor.mty 

2,0l2.05 
81 ,}60.35 

402,920.06 
6,193.8 

532, 86 .. \4 
I, ll.60 

536.06 

53 

341,41 . 5 
5.38:i.63 
,5'4.8 

13,3,909.3, 

Total 

158,6)2.34 
289,1 

48.921.06 
6S,,185.l9 

6,193.88 
11,6 2. 9 
81,304.9 

133,909.3 

1.,385,01 .3, 
4,0 9.4:i 
l,29l.71 

I 390,388.53 

448,lH.52 
14,433,.98 

189,686.53 
109,026.02 
94,306. 8 

34 l,41 .75 
5,385.63, 

r 7 554.87 

10 200.75 
225.00 

1.390 388.53 

( I ) Tran fer to reimburse Pa.rk Fund-General for advance for bod purchase pending 
receipt of Capper-Cramton Funds. 

( 2 I One chird of Capper-Cramton Funds contributed by federal Go\•emment, two thirds 
by the Commission ; Use restricted t0 acqui ition of land and relared cot. 

l.H Agreemen ha,·e been made with the depositories m have 1:hem ecure all funds in 
exce of the 10.000 gua.rancee b y che Federal Oeposic Insurance Corporarion with 

, S. Go ernment obJi.gations. 
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le P.ark Funds: 

STATE.MEHT OF LAND PURCHASES 

MOMTGOMERY COUHTY 

Jenn.in~ Propem•, Proposed Sligo Creek Park - Unit #6 
orthwesc Park Apartment Tract, Part Parcels A & C, 
proposed onhwest B.rancb Park - Unit # 3 

Gerber and Taet.le Property, Proposed orthwest 
Biranch Pack - Unit #3 

Boy Scouts of America Tract, Proposed orthwest 
Branch Park - Unit #3 

Light Development Co., Proposed orthwest Branch Park -
Unit #3 

Goff Property, Proposed Cabin John Creek Park - Uni:t #2 
'' rwo" Farms, Final Payment, Proposed No.rtbwen Branch 

Park - Unit #4 

Toca! - 7~ Park Fund 

CApper-Cransto11 Funds: 

3,000.00 

1,090.62 

2.169.90 

13,955.20 

8,449.75 
3,000.00 

19,266,58 

Sttaight Oeyelopment Co. Tract, Rock Creek Park -
I nit #4 

Ellis Properry, Parcels l9a & l9b,. Sl.igo Creek Park­
Unit #4 

auck Propercy, Parcel. 10, Sl_igo Cr,eek Pack - Un.it #4 
Gassoway & Snare P.rope:rty, Parcels 15 & 16, 

S 6,649.20 

2,955.20 
18,527.11 

Sligo Creek Park - Un.it #4 
Wood Property, Parcels 7b & 7c, Llrtle Falls Branch 

Park - Unit #2 
Brooks Propercy, Pa.reel 12, little Falls .Branch Park 

Unit #2 
Posey Property, Parcel 7e, Little Falls Branch Park - Unit #2 
Hinton Property, Parcel 7a, Little Fa.Us Branch Park -

Unit #2 
Seidle Tract, Parcel 8 (pace), Little Falls Branch Park -

Unit #2 

Total - Capper-Cram.ton Funds 

Toca! - Montgomery County 

PltHCE GEOiRGU COUHIY 

5¢ Park Fu,,d$: 
Robinson Propeccy, Proposed Paint Branch Park - Unit #2 $ 
Little Property, Proposed Paint Branch Park - Unit #2 
Seaman Property, Proposed Northwest BraDch Pack - Unit #2 

Toial - 5f Park Fund 

Cappe.--Cr,zmton Funds: 
Raul.in Tract,. Parcel 75, Anacostia River Park - Unit #2 $ 
Crown Property, Pa.reels 39, 40 41, 46, 47 & 48, 

Sligo Creek Park - nit # 5 
Pohle Propeny, Pa.reel #44, Sligo Creek P.ark - Unit #5 
Mace Prope.cry, Part Parcel 13, ligo Creek Park - Unit #5 
Beaulieu Property, Parcel 49, Sligo Creek Park - Unit #5 
Mooney Properry, Parcels 26, 27, 28 & 29, 

Sligo Cceek Pack - nit # 5 

Total - Capper•Cra.mtOD Funds 

Total - Prince Georges Coum,, 

Total - Boch Counties 

2,987.50 

17,500.00 

7,000.00 
5,450.00 

13,000.00 

2,733.27 

275.00 
500.00 

1,000.00 

500.00 

7,020.70 
972.00 
688.15 

1,500.00 

2,206.00 

_ 50,932.05 

76,802.28 

$127,734.33 

$ 1,775.00 

12,886.85 

S 14,661.85 

$142,396.18 

• 



... 

We ha~·e compiled the above Statement of Cash Receipts and Disbu.rsements for the 
fiscal year May l, 1952 10 April 3-0, 1953 bolh dates inclusive. from our audit repons dated 
December 8, 1952 and Juoe 24, 1953 covering the same period. 

.Approved: 

Respecdu.Uy submitted, 
C s,jgned) Harold S. Roberts 

Certified Public Accountant ( D.C. I 

/?~Jessef . icholson, Secretary-Treasurer 

The Maryland- · ational Capital Park and Planning Commission 




