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From The
Chairman’s Desk

May 1, 1967 will mark the 40th Anniversary of this Commission. In 1927 it took considerable foresight for civic lead-
ers, such as E. Brooke Lee (Montgomery County) and T. Howard Duckett (Prince George’s County), to recognize the need
for long-range regional planning and park development. Now this wisdom is seen as we find ourselves the Nation’s fast-
est-growing urban region.

We recognize and are thankful that many of those who served any of the first 40 years with the Commission
never lost sight of that original purpose.

The accomplishments of the Commission are varied and significant. Today, through our land acquisition program,
residents of our bi-county area own a total of 16,000 acres of park land. The fotal current investment in the Commission’s
park facilities—including land and improvements—is nearly $62 million. Our records show that our parks play host to
nearly four million users each year, and our development program is being accelerated to accommodate many more.

We've come a long way, also, since the Commission prepared its first preliminary master plon and adopted its first
zoning ordinance in 1928. The General Plan adopted in 1964, for example, is a planning landmark. To date, compre-
hensive area master plans have also been prepared for most of the so-called urbanized ring in our planning district.
Now we are reaching out to cover the less-developed areas with plans that must stand the test of time.

The record which is highlighted on the following pages is an excellent one. Nevertheless, a lot of effort on our part
to improve both our park and planning programs lies ahead. We must face the fact squarely that the one constant we
deal with in our daily work is change—accompanied by rapid growth. The bi-county assessable base rose from about $1.3
billion in 1955-56 to more than $4.1 billion in 1965-66. Some time last Spring the population in our Regional District
passed the one million mark.

Our primary problem as planners, then, is how to cope efficiently and professionally with a community which is con-
stantly changing and growing. We must tailor our programs to fit this pattern of change and growth. In doing so, we
must improve our services and our relationships with all the communities we serve—the Statfe, our two counties, and, just as
importantly, our incorporated municipalities.

At the same time, we must find ways to better serve our regional planning responsibilities. This means promoting im-
proved inter-county relationships as well as better lines of communications with Federal agencies and organizations such
as the Council of Governments.

Finally, we must improve and strengthen our fies with individual citizens who live within our jurisdiction. These im-
provements will be our first order of business in the coming year.

W. C Qi 4.

W. C. DUTTON, Jr.
Chairman
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\HE STAFF OF THE COMMISSION is organized into
five departments under the supervision of the
executive director. Three of these depart-

ments—Administration and Finance, Legal, and Publie
Relations—act as service departments to the two de-
partments which carry out the primary functions and
responsibilities of the Commission: The Department
of Planning and the Department of Parks.

The Department of Administration and Finance's
duties range from the execution of official documents
and the management of Commission funds to person-
nel management. This includes preparation of min-
utes and agendas for Commission and Planning
Board meetings, and one of its primary functions is
the preparation of proposed and adopted budgets.

Jesse F. Nicholson announced his intention to re-
tire as executive director last September, following
19 years of service with the Commission.

Member of both the Maryland and District of Co-
lumbia Bar and a certified practitioner before the
U.S. Supreme Court, Mr. Nicholson was appointed
secretary-treasurer of the M-NCPPC in 1947. He

took on the additional duties of executive director
when the Commission created that position in 1960.
He also served as an ex-officio member of the exe-
cutive committee, which comprises the chairman, vice
chairman and executive director.

Mr. Nicholson’s announcement brought immediate
expression of regret from Commission members as
well as praise for his service to the agency during
rapid expansion of its responsibilities in a period of
tremendous growth in both Prince George’s and Mont-
gomery Counties.

Chosen unanimously to succeed Mr. Nicholson was
B. Houston McCeney, former general counsel for
the M-NCPPC from Jan. 1, 1960 to April 9, 1965 when
he left to enter private business.

The new executive director holds a Bachelor of
Laws degree from George Washington University
and is a resident of Silver Spring, Md.

Shown above (1. to r.) during the formal announce-
ment of the appointment of the Commission’s new top
staff administrator are Chairman W. C. Dutton, Jr.,
Mr. McCeney, and Mr. Nicholson.
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Under the supervision of ROBERT G. CAREY, Director, the Depart-
ment of Public Relations is responsible for the development and
administration of a comprehensive public information program for
the purpose of keeping residents in both counties informed of the
Commission's activities and programs. This includes the preparation
and distribution of non-technical publications; editing and distributing
planning and other technical publications; maintaining close contact
with news media representatives; arranging for press conferences, park
tours, and speakers for civic and service groups; and writing news
releases, speeches, and special feature articles.

The responsibility for coordinating the planning program and overall
staff supervision in both Counties rests with JOHN §. HEWINS,
Director of Planning. Supporting Mr. Hewins in this complicated
and demanding task are six other top planning officers: C. Warren
Giauque, Chief of Advance Planning; Richard E. Tustian, Assistant
Chief of Advance Planning: James W. Collins, Chief of Master Plans;
John F. Downs, Chief of Research and Special Studies; and the Plan-
ning Engineers for the two counties: William O. Dobbins (PG) and
Lewis Elston (M). The number of professional staff members in the
planning department has risen from 46 to 61 in the past 18 months
under an intensive recruitment program designed to meet the plan-
ning needs of the hi-county region.

The park program is supervised by JOHN P. HEWITT, Director of
Parks, who is responsible for the acquisition, development, main-
tenance, and operation of the park system within the Commission’s
926-square mile Park District — known officially as the Maryland-
Washington Metropolitan District. The program is aimed at two major
objectives: meeting current recreational needs in the two counties
through a continuing development program, and acquiring the park-
land that will be needed to accommodate the area’s estimated popu-
lation in the year 2000 — more than two million persons. During
the 1965-66 fiscal vear, a total of 3,220 acres of parkland were
acquired by the Commission, and as of Dec. 8, 1966 the Commission
held deed to a total of 16,738 acres of parkland.

HARRY W. LERCH, General Counsel, and his staff — Thomas E.
Jones, Associate General Counsel, and D. Warren Donohue, Assistant
General Counsel — are responsible for the disposition of all legal
matters in which the Commission is involved. This past year the
staff has been closely involved in explaining and clarifying new zoning
tools — particularly “floating” or “planned” zones and the concept
of cluster zoning. The Legal Department also has been active in
helping to draft scenic easement legislation which grants tax credits
to property owners who create scenic easements on their property.



YESTERDAY

/ HEN THE ORICINAL members of the
Maryland - National Capital Park
and Planning Commisison conven-

ed their first official meeting in mid-May nearly
40 years ago, the population in the bi-county
Maryland suburbs was 100,000 persons — 55,000
in Prince George’s County and 45,000 in Mont-
gomery. The Commission’s original planning
jurisdiction covered a modest 145 square miles
—56 in Prince George’s and 89 in Montgomery.
In the intervening 40 years this jurisdiction has
been expanded to encompass both counties with
the exception of seven municipalities — nearly
1,000 square miles.

The population of this vast region has sky-
rocketed to more than one million, and by the
year 2000 will have reached more than two mil-
lion — double today’s figure.

This unprecedented growth has created com-
plex problems whose solutions reach beyond
municipal and county boundaries. Highways,
rail rapid transit, parks, land use and develop-

" (Above) The top photo shows Ymﬁ(m Rd. ;usr r;arfk (Below) In 1959 the Belair section of Bowie was pleas-
q of Wheaton in 1936. It speaks for itself. In antly mlffng furm kmd. Horseracing fans wﬂf raoail
N growth of the area— which is the center ulation $ ; A _b St e 1},

) in Montgomery County — so the photo émath t?i‘ ]

carlier scene, which was taken in December 1966.
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ment — all of these factors help form a web of inter-
connected economic, social, cultural, and recreational
activities which reflect as well as mold the environ-
ment in which we live.

Basically, then, the proper planning of these factors
— transportation, land use, and recreational facilities —
means the creation and control of an environment in
which an individual can live effectively. This is what
the Commission has tried to achieve in the past and
will strive to achieve in the future by building on the
regional planning pattern which it has helped establish
during its 40 years of existence. A bi-county approach
to regional planning keeps this Commission in the
forefront — atuned to modern planning concepts.

Because the Commission is an advisory agency, the
plans it produces — whether General Plan or Area
Master Plan — can succeed only to the degree that
the governments and people it serves understand and
support these plans. This understanding and this sup-
port is, in turn, fully dependent on the quality of plans
adopted by the Commission itself.

On the occasion of his being elected chairman of

the Commission in June 1966, Chairman W. C. Dut-
ton, Jr., proposed a platform for improving services
and achieving public acceptance of our Programs:

» Policy guidelines at the Commission level which
promote better understanding and communications
between the communities we serve and the Commis-
sion and its staff, and between ourselves and our staff
members.

* Public Relations, as it relates to broadening citi-
zen participation in the planning process.

* Professionalism — maintaining our highly-com-
petent staff, adding to it as required, and lending
them our support and encouragement toward innova-
tive and creative thinking.

e Promptness in providing assistance and recom-
mendations to those we serve.

¢ Partnership — improving our relationships with
other governmental agencies within the two counties,
promoting cooperation between our two counties, and
maintaining continued cooperation with other agencies
within the metropolitan region as well as with those
of the State and the Federal Government.
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1+ Published and held public hearing on Area Master
Plans for:

Potomac-Travilah and Vicinity (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

Olney and Vicinity (Adopted—M-NCPPC; Approved—

Montgomery County Council)

Bethesda-Chevy Chase (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

Germantown: A Corridor City (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

Kemp Mill-Four Corners (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

Suitland-District Heights (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

Rock Creek Planning Area (Adopted—M-NCPPC)

South Potomac Sector

George Palmer Highway-Landover Road Area

Fairland-Beltsville and Vicinity (Bi-County)

1~ Published a Staff Study with Design Concept for the
Largo-Lottsford and Hill Road Planning Areas (PG)

1~ Approved in principle a program designed to give
individuals and citizens groups an opportunity to take
an active part in the planning process. Subsequently two
public work sessions were held, one on the pending re-
vised Master Plan for Kensington-Wheaton and Vicinity
and the other on the pending Preliminary Master Plan for
Clarksburg and Vicinity.

1~ Signed contracts with two planning consultant firms
to produce preliminary master plans for Silver Spring and
Clarksburg and Vicinity.

1 Interviewed six planning consultant firms as the initial
step toward selecting a consultant to produce a compre-
hensive master plan for Bethesda-Chevy Chase.

1 Staff has completed well over 50 per cent of required
work on Area Master Plans for:

South Laurel-Montpelier (PG)

Glendale, Seabrook, Lanham and Vicinity (PG)

Bowie and Vicinity (PG)

Hill Road and Vicinity (PG)

Gaithersburg Vicinity (M)

Kensington-Wheaton and Vicinity (M)

e e e O e e R e SO L
Photos At Left, Top To Bottom

e County officials joined our Commissioners in breaking
ground for our new Prince George's regional headquarters,
Nov, 19, 1965,

o The building was completed a year later, and the move from
Calvert Mansion to the new offices began on Dec. 16, 1966.

o Commissioner Virginia Wilthank (left) joined State Roads
Commission Chairman John B. Funk, Mrs. John T. Con-
nor, wife of the Secretary of Commerce, and County Com-
missioner (now Chairman) Gladys Spellman in planting a
tree at Kenilworth Ave. near Tuxedo Rd. in recognition of
President and Mrs. Johnson's beautification campaign. The
occasion was the 15th annual Governor's Conference on
Recreation and Parks.

« Nearly 600 citizens attended the first public hearing on the
Preliminary Plan for Fairland-Beltsville and Vicinity at
High Point High School last September. The bi-county plan
was the second of two corridor cities proposed last year.



i~ Staff has also begun work on additional Area Master
Plans for:

Seat Pleasant-Fairmount Heights (PG)
Hyattsville-Riverdale (PG)

Mt. Rainier-Breniwood (PG)

Clinton and Vicinity (PG)

North Bethesda-Garrett Park (M)
Aspen Hill and Vicinity (M)

¥ Commission agreed to participate jointly with the
State Roads Commission and Frederick County in a corridor
traffic study and planning survey along the 70-S Corridor.

i Accepted an invitation by the Metropolitan Wash-
ington Council of Governments for membership on COG’s
Land Committee. The Land Committee acts as the advisory
policy committee to the COG Board of Directors on matters
which concern regional physical planning activities.

»* Assisted both county governments in drafting scenic
easement legislation,

»~ Approved an internship program designed to permit
qualified technical and professional staff members to take
studies leading to graduate degrees.

= Approved the architectural design for Prince George's
County’s first Youth Center which will be built at the inter-
section of Adelphi and Toledo Roads, just south of North-
western High School near the Regional Library.

# Opened and dedicated Cabin John Regional Park,
following completion of the first phase of development.

»* Began initial development of Clinton Regional Park,
which will be open to the public in the late spring or early
summer of 1967.

 Began the initial development of the Upper Rock
Creek Regional Park, including the completion of construc-
tion of the second of two impoundment dams.

(See pages 23-33 for detailed review of park program.)

Photos At Right, Top To Bottom

o Members of the Montgomery County Planning Board meet
with the newly-elected County Council in the second of a
series of meetings designed to clarify planning policy.

o A group of students in planning and architecture from Vir-
ginia Polytechnic Institute discuss the General Plan and
planning problems in the Silver Spring area with John S.
Hewins, Director of Planning.

o Planner Virginia Jones counsels students at Julius West
Junior High School in Rockville during a “Career Day."

» Commissioner Louise F. Cosca throws out the “first ball”
during ceremonies held at the dedication of the Birchwood
City Recreation Center's new open shelter in Oxon Hill,
Among those in attendance were (front row, l. to r.) Com-
missioner John B. Lauer, Delegate (now delegation chair-
man) Ray MeDonough, and Mrs. Wilthank. The open
shelter at the Birchwood City center is one of three com-
pleted last year in Prince George's County.



Plan Production 1957-1966

1957 1958 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 PLAN

PARKS, RECREATION & OPEN SPACE

HILL ROAD AREA

HYATTSVILLE-RIVERDALE

CLINTON & VICINITY

LARGO-LOTTSFORD

SILVER SPRING & VICINITY

CLARKSBURG & VICINITY
KENSINGTON-WHEATON PLANNING AREA (REV.)
ASPEN HILL & VICINITY

ROCK CREEK PLANNING AREA

NO. BETHESDA-GARRETT PK. & VICINITY (REV.)
GEORGE PALMER HWY.-LANDOVER RD. AREA
BOWIE & VICINITY

GLENN DALE-SEABROOK-LANHAM

BOYDS

KEMP MILL-FOUR CORNERS & VICINITY
GAITHERSBURG & VICINITY
SUITLAND-DISTRICT HEIGHTS

SOUTH POTOMAC SECTOR

SO. LAUREL-MONTPELIER

SILVER SPRING BUSINESS DIST. & VICINITY (Amend.)
NO. BETHESDA-GARRETT PARK & VICINITY (Amend.)
FAIRLAND-BELTSVILLE & VICINITY

OLNEY & VICINITY

POTOMAC-TRAVILAH & VICINITY

DAMASCUS

BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE & VICINITY
GERMANTOWN

HILLANDALE & VICINITY

COLLEGE PARK-GREENBELT & VICINITY
HIGHWAYS (REVISION)

PATUXENT RIVER WATERSHED PARK

WEST CHEVY CHASE & VICINITY

WHITE OAK & VICINITY

GENERAL PLAN “ON WEDGES AND CORRIDORS"
TAKOMA PARK-LANGLEY PARK & VICINITY
NO. BETHESDA-GARRETT PK. & VICINITY
HENSON CREEK WATERSHED

PARKS AND RECREATION

UPPER NORTHWEST BRANCH WATERSHED
GAITHERSBURG-ROCKVILLE VICINITIES
BLADENSBURG-DEFENSE HEIGHTS
RESIDENTIAL LAND USE PLAN

UPPER ROCK CREEK WATERSHED
LYTTONSVILLE-ROSEMARY HILLS
KENSINGTON-WHEATON PLANNING AREA
LIBRARIES

GREENBELT

SILVER SPRING BUSINESS DIST. & VICINITY
CABIN JOHN WATERSHED

GENERAL PLAN “LOOKING AHEAD"

Annual Plan Production indicated in terms of substantial work performed per calendar year.
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Planning Program

of the master plans program during 1965-66.

As the result of actions taken by the full
Commission in the past 18 months, some 24 master
plans are now in various stages of progress. They
cover roughly 369 square miles, or about 37 per cent
of the M-NCPPC’s total jurisdiction. At the same
time, 48 planning areas were designated in the bi-
county planning district as the result of the work of
the two County Planning Boards.

Also completed during the 1965-66 fiscal year were
land-use inventories for both counties, and a con-
sultant’s study of the economic impact of the Capital
Beltway was expedited. Final agreement by the Com-
mission and a number of participating agencies was
reached on an extensive sedimentation control study
with the view toward establishing control standards
during land development.

I E MPHASIS WAS PLACED on stepping-up the tempo



A DIAGRAMMATIC CITY
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planning is beginning to come of age. One cur-
rent indication is the attempt members of the
profession are making to bring their goals and objec-
tives into focus. There seems to be general agreement
that urban planning is neither a science or an art, but
more nearly a combination of both . . . ideally the
fusion of a wide range of academic disciplines and
special knowledge.

The theme of today’s planning conference is apt to
center upon the aspects of human activity rather than
on cartography, or subdivision regulations, or zoning
ordinances. This growing awareness that planning is
for people has led the professionals to engage in a
sweeping reappraisal of their field. There was hardly
a ripple of surprise registered, therefore, at a recent
national planning convention when a well-known
planner delivered a talk entitled, “Is planning too
important to be left to the planners?”

This realization that imaginative planning for ever-
changing and ever-widening human activity requires
trained experts from many fields of knowledge is re-
flected in the Commission’s Advance Planning Section.
Some 12 different academic specialties are represented
among the 31 professional level staff members. These
specialties include: political science, geography,
sociology, philosophy, agricultural economics, land-
scape architecture, fine arts design, housing and de-
sign, history, architecture, forest management, and
civil engineering.

One staff member holds two bachelors degrees—
one in architecture and another in urban planning—
and has topped this with a masters degree in com-
munity planning. There are 14 other members who

o [_'\HERE ARE UNMISTAKABLE signs that professional




hold at least one masters degree—generally in the
field of city and regional planning; but, at this level
of graduate work, economics, public administration
and civil engineering are also represented. Four other
members are currently about to complete or are work-
ing toward masters degrees.

The Advance Planning Section is under the super-
vision of C. Warren Giauque and his chief assistant,
Richard E. Tustian (photo at left, above). It is made
up of two main branches—Master Planning and Re-
search and Special Studies. Since May 1, 1965 this
team of specialists and its drafting support groups
have published 10 preliminary area master plans and
have begun work on 12 more — over half of which are
scheduled for publishing this year.

In addition, the Section has issued a host of technical
and research reports for internal use as well as a
number for general public distribution.

Advance Planning is organized as a regional plan-
ning section to serve the planning needs of both coun-
ties without unnecessary — and costly — duplication
of hiring specialists in fields related to planning. All
personnel in the Section are classified as “bi-county”
and their salaries are paid equally from the planning
administration funds set up for both counties.

The responsibilities of the Section range from help-
ing to draft proposed zoning ordinance amendments
for both counties to developing programs such as the
sedimentation control program now in effect in the
bi-county region (see page 22).

The collection, maintenance, and evaluation of
basic data and statistics required in the preparation
of all master plans is another duty of this Section.

Having this basic data readily available is a must

if the Commission is going to stay abreast of the bi-
county region’s population growth. During the past
18 months Senior Planning Statistician Eli Crupain
(center photo, above) has been assigned the task
of developing and coordinating a data processing plan
that will lead to this basic data being programmed
into the computers that are being installed by both
Prince George’s and Montgomery Counties.

This program is progressing tast. By the end of
this year, some of this basic data will be available
from these computers’ banks. By 1970, nearly all of
the basic information required by our planners will be
available by teleprinters installed in Advance Plan-
ning. as well as in the offices of other planning agen-
cies in the Metropolitan Washington Region.

Included in this information will be population
statistics, employment figures, new housing starts,
school population, traffic counts, and a wide variety of
other information that now must be manually com-
puted or gathered by phone or by mail.

The land use inventories of the two counties com-
pleted by the Commission in 1965, for example,
involved aerial photography and a massive statistical
computation by the Research and Special Studies
staff. These inventories are being kept up to date,
and will be programmed when the computers become
available. A push of a button, then, will reveal such
information as how much acreage has been zoned for
each of the various categories permitted by the zoning
ordinances, how much of this acreage has been de-
veloped, how much remains undeveloped.

The primary objective of this gathering and storage
of facts is the production of meaningful master plans
which will stand the test of time.



Planning Requires Research and Statistical Analysis

O LEARN MORE ABOUT people—who they are,
why they have moved here, where they live or
are likely to live, what their commercial, cul-

tural, and recreational needs are, where their children
will go to school—this is the sobering task of the Re-
search and Special Studies Branch.

As the tempo of the Commission’s planning pro-
gram has quickened, the need for professionally-
trained research specialists has risen in direct pro-
portion. At the end of fiscal year 1965-66, there were
nine professional staffers authorized and assigned to
this Branch. By the end of fiscal 1967-68, the author-
ized staff strength is likely to grow to about 25,

Under the supervision of John F. Downs, the
Branch:

* conducts special studies for both the Planning
and Park Departments.

* maintains liaison with Federal, State, regional
and sub-regional agencies.

® publishes periodic technical reports for public
distribution.

® maintains planning research libraries in both
regional headquarters.

A partial listing of the Branch’s production in the
past year includes:

» A bi-county statistical data book, a large portion
of which has been published in this Annual Report,
beginning on page 34.

»# Information Bulletin No. 11, listing area, popula-
tion and housing counts as of Jan. 1, 1966 with a
population distribution map. Released for public
distribution late last summer, the bulletin has met
with such a demand for copies that a second printing
has been ordered.

»* Establishment of the electronic data processing
system described on the preceeding page.

»* Compilation from aerial photography of commer-
cial, industrial, and multi-family land use areas.

»” Preparation of a report on Parks, Recreation, and
Open Space which will eventually be published for
public distribution.

» Drafting, on work maps, the locations of secondary
public schools; parochial and private schools; junior
colleges, colleges, and universities; hospitals; health
clinics; nursing homes, and incorporated municipali-
ties. Completion of research on locations of train sta-
tions and airports; Federal, State, and local govern-
mental properties; police stations; fire stations; post
offices; and solid waste and underground gas storage
sites.



MASTER PLAN FOR
GERMANTOWN .. A CORRIDOR CITY THE MARYLAND-RATIONAL CAMTAL PUSX AND MLANAIRS CONMITION
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ZONING AND
HIGHWAY PLAN

TIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COVMMISBION




S PRESSURES FOR LAND development reached a

Development Pressures
zenith during 1965-66, both Planning Boards

A were faced with making decisions on a record

number of re-zoning applications. The Prince George's
County Planning Board acted upon 826 re-zoning cases
between May 1, 1965 and June 30, 1966. During that
same period the planning administration staff assigned
to Prince George’s County wrote 865 technical staff
reports. As 1966 drew to a close, both of those figures
had reached or gone beyond the 1,000 mark.

In Montgomery County the volume was not quite
as heavy, but did reach record proportions. For ex-
ample, during the same May 1965 to June 1966 period,
the Montgomery County Planning Board acted on 527
re-zoning petitions, and the staff wrote 513 reports.

The advisory opinions by the Planning Boards on
zoning cases are an important function, for the two
county governing bodies rely heavily on these opinions
as a guide in making final zoning decisions.

The Land Planning (Subdivision) Sections of both
counties also turned out a record production. The
box scores for fiscal 1965-66 (14 months):

Prince George’s: Processed 634 preliminary plans,
including a total of 33,349 lots; 431 record plats, rep-
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Add to Work Load

resenting 5,830 lots; 622 street grades; and 29 street
ahandtmmt’nts,

Monigomery: Processed 329 preliminary plans, in-
cluding a total of 7,101 lots; 521 record plats, repre-
senting 6,383 lots; 598 street grades; and 26 street
abandonments.

In addition to this work load, both County staffs
assisted in the production of master plans and draft-
ing proposed new zoning categories and amendments
to existing ordinances.

The Zoning Information and Records Sections of
both regional headquarters also felt the pressures of
the development boom during 1965-66.

The Prince George'’s office processed 7,508 building
permits and 1,648 occupancy permits; answered about
2,500 telephone inquiries per month; served about
1,500 visitors seeking information; renumbered eight
major roads and the streets of two subdivisions.

The Montgomery office recorded, indexed and dis-
tributed 460 subdivision plats totalling 9,660 maps;
issued zoning classification and record plat numbers
on 4,763 building permits; and printed 692 vicinity
plats to accompany zoning petitions. Volume of in-
quiries matched that of the Prince George’s office.
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Clustering . . . Current

HE SEARCH FOR NEW zoning tools which permit

greater flexibility in land use and more cre-

ative planning has led the Commission and its
staff to propose the Town Sector, Planned N eighbor-
hood, Cluster, Planned Urban Center, and I-3 (Light
Industrial) zones in the past two years.

All have been controversial, and both elected of-
ficials and citizens associations have joined the Com-
mission in attempting to hammer out ordinances em-
bracing the proper balance between control and
flexibility of design.

None, however, has promoted more heated de-
bate than the concept of clustering. In essence,
where topography and other conditions are suitable,
clustering permits a developer to get away from uni-
form lot sizes—pulling houses closer together while
using the remaining land for open space or recreation
areas. It is a concept coming into increasing use
around the country, and in many areas apartments
and town houses are clustered together with single-
family dwellings in a manner that is compatible.

In Montgomery County, where the concept was in-
troduced by ordinance last year, citizens have feared
it would destroy some traditional safeguards and other

and Controversial

land use controls. Especially controversial has been
the provision to permit town houses to be built in the
R-60 and R-90 zones, and, further to permit clustering
of any sort in the R-A (Two Acre) zone. It has been
argued that the former permits town house zoning
without requiring application, and the latter allows
the development of smaller lots than those intended
by the R-A zone.

Furthermore, citizens have argued, clustering per-
mits greater density than does conventional subdivid-
ing of land, and present law does not provide for
proper posting of intent to cluster, nor a public hear-
ing on such intent.

The Montgomery County Council has requested the
Commission staff to draft a separate R-A Cluster zone
instead of permitting clustering in the R-A zone itself.
Such action would protect conventional R-A zoned
areas, in which clustering would not be permitted.

Such a new zone would have another important ad-
vantage. The success of the recently-adopted plan for
the Upper Rock Creek Valley (Rock Creek Planning
Area) is largely dependent upon clustering in the R-A
zone because of the rough topography and severe
soil conditions.
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Proposed Plan of Subdivision with Curvilinear Design

Same Parcel Designed as a Proposed Cluster Subdivision




Proposed Cluster Subdivision
Containing both Town Houses

And Single-Family Homes .
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N COOPERATION WITH a number of local,
state, and federal agencies, the Commis-
sion has spearheaded a sedimentation con-

trol study and program in the Upper Rock Creek
and Northwest Branch watersheds designed to
evaluate and establish erosion-reducing techni-
ques applied to land undergoing urban develop-
ment. Under the program — the first of its kind
in the nation — both watersheds are being in-
strumented to measure the major stream-flow
variables over a 10-year period. The study will
seek to produce a series of control measures that
will keep soil erosion and sedimentation to a
minimum during land development.

Coupled with this program are the two flood
control impoundment dams that have been com-
pleted in the Upper Rock Creek. These facili-
ties have been financed under Public Law 566
(Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention
Act) through the Soil Conservation Service of
the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Designed
primarily to eliminate the periodic flooding of
Rock Creek, the two dams will form the core of
a regional park encompassing 2,600 acres.

The two dams — with the help of the sedimen-
tation control program — will reduce flood dam-
ages along the watershed by 62 per cent and
will reduce by 50 per cent the silt delivered to
the Potomac River by the watershed.
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NEEDWOOD LAKE

ROCK CREEK PARK
UNIT NINE

P BOATING CENTER

Lake Needwood is a 74-acre lake formed by the completion of
the first of two impoundment dams being constructed by the
M-NCPPC in the Upper Rock Creek. The development plan
of the park area surrounding this lake (shown here) was ap-
proved by the Commission on Dec. 15, 1966. The first phase
of this plan will be completed by next summer, including a
boathouse and snack bar, boat docks, picnic areas, and parking
areas. Plans call for the design and eventual development of a
2,600 acre regional park in Upper Rock Creek.




Park Acquisition

RAMATIC PROGRESS WAS MADE both in land
acquisition and in park development by the
Commission during 1965-66.

On Jan, 1, 1965, the M-NCPPC held deed to some
12,045 acres of land—8,542 in Montgomery County
and 3,503 in Prince George’s. A year later tlm ﬁgure
had risen to a total of 14,215 acres. By Dec. §
the grand total of park land owned by the Commission
stood at 16,738 acres—11,644 in \Iunq_.ome y and 5,0
in Prince Georges. This dramatic total does not
include an additional 1,330 acres under contract or
895 acres under option to purchase.

This herculean task of buying tomorrow’s parks at
today’s prices is accomplished through close coopera-
tion between the Director of Parks and his Associate
Directors on the one hand and the two park planners
—one for each county—on the other. The acquisition
program is carefully planned and is revised annually
to take into consideration changes in land develop-
ment patterns. A five-year capital improvement pro-
gram appears in the Commission’s annual budget. The
publishing of this program offers residents an oppor-
tunity to inspect these proposals and to make known
the open space and recreational needs of their neigh-
borhoods if these needs are not budgeted for.

The park planners create a direct link between the
Park and Planning Departments. In the production
of a master plan, for example, the planner-in-charge
and the park planner attempt to plan adequate open
space and recreation facilities for the future population
of the planning area.

In addition, all zoning petitions and preliminary




. . . and Development

plans of subdivision are reviewed to determine if
such requests affect existing or proposed parks. If
these proposals would generate a population increase
sufficient to warrant additional new park proposals,
this fact has a strong bearing on the actions of the
respective Planning Boards. If more land is needed for
parks or open space it can be withheld from re-zoning;
and, under certain conditions, dedication of land for
parks can be required through subdivision regulations.

Both Federal and State funds are available to the
Commission for the purchase of park land under pro-
grams such as the Federal Open Space Program and
the Land and Water Conservation Act. Maryland’s
Patuxent River Watershed Act has helped the Com-
mission to acquire nearly 2,000 acres along the Patux-
ent River and in the Hawlings River Watershed, a
tributary to the Patuxent.

Park Usage Is Heavy

Existing developed park land is given heavy use by
residents living within the Commission’s jurisdiction.
Current annual usage is estimated to be a total of
well over 3 million users. Certain use requires that
a permit be obtained from the Park Permit Office in
either regional headquarters, and to say that the park
permit clerks are kept merely busy is an understate-
ment. The Prince George's office issues nearly 8,000
permits each year, and demands on the Montgomery
office exceed 25,000 annually. These offices also sched-
ule the events of their respective County Departments
of Recreation,




Photos Right, Top to Bottom

e New Kemp Mill Estates Recreation Build-
ing has a beautiful setting.

e Carrollton’s new open shelter and tennis
courts, near the city swimming pool.

e Night baseball was added to Fletcher's
field's heavy schedule, as more lights
were constructed last year.

e Switching from the familiar red brick to
native stone, Commission crews built this
handsome addition to Calvert Park.

Policing of Parks is Necessary

As the park system becomes more far-flung, it be-
comes necessary to increase the size of the Commis-
sion’s Park Police Force. Nine men were added
this past year. An officer on a typical 8-hour shift
travels about 100 miles by cruiser, checks nearly 50
park buildings on a regular basis, visits around 60
playgrounds and answers calls for information or
assistance, Commission police officers attend local
police academies, take courses at the University of
Maryland, and receive periodic FBI training.

Major Development Projects, 1965-66

Prince George’s County

* Began initial development of Clinton Regional
Park (see page 32).

¢ Built open shelters at Birchwood City, Carrollton,
and Calvert Park Recreation Centers.

e Graded and paved 10 multi-purpose courts.

o Additional lights built at Fletcher’s Field.

e Completed nine new ballfields.

¢ Built a second maintenance yard at Bock Road
to serve southern Prince George’s County.

* Installed 14 sets of play equipment.

» Completed six double tennis courts.

e Realigned or cleaned 13,600 feet of stream bed.

* Began and virtually completed initial develop-
ment of Chapel Forge and Heather Hills Park-Schools
and Pepper Mill Village, Auth Village, Riverside
Drive, and Seabrook Recreation Centers.

Montgomery County

o Completed initial development and dedicated
Cabin John Regional Park (see page 30).

» Completed both impoundment dams in the Upper
Rock Creek.

* Completed initial development at Wheaton Forest
Recreation Center.

¢ Built community buildings at Rosemary Hills and
Kemp Mill Estates Recreation Centers.

¢ Built athletic fields at Laytonsville, Earle B.
Wood Park-School in Norbeck, and Viers Mill, Spen-
cerville, and North Chevy Chase Recreation Centers.

* Constructed three maintenance buildings.

o Began construction of arboretum at Wheaton
Regional Park,

o Installed 10 sets of play equipment.




“MONTPELIER” . . .
A Legacy Restored

historic Montpelier manor house —a 22-

room Georgian-style mansion located near
Laurel—is a treasured addition to M-NCPPC's
park system.

Built in 1740 by Thomas Snowden and passed
on to his son, Major Thomas Snowden, Mont-
pelier has been host to a list of guests that reads
like a “Who's Who” of American history.

George Washington stopped here on his way
to and from the Constitutional Convention in
1787. Abigail Adams rested here on a journey
between Washington and Baltimore, and Henry
Clay, a close friend of the Snowdens, was a fre-
quent guest in this house.

In the late 1890s, the estate passed from the
Snowden family to a succession of owners which
included the Honorable Breckenridge Long, who
served as Assistant Secretary of State under
Woodrow Wilson and Franklin Roosevelt. After
Long’s death, Montpelier passed to his daughter,
Mrs. Christine Willcox, who, wishing to see the
house and gardens preserved for the enjoyment
of future generations, donated the manor house
and the surrounding eight acres to the Park and
Planning Commission in January 1962.

In May, 1965, as a first step toward the com-
plete restoration of the historic estate, the Com-
mission asked Mrs. Richard C. Rice of Laurel
to serve as chairman of a citizens committee for
the restoration of Montpelier. Serving with Mrs.

f ;TaNDING AMID CENTURIES-OLD boxwood, the

Rice are the following Prince George’s County
residents: Mrs. William B. C. Addison, Bowie;
Mrs. George Davies, Laurel; Mrs. Thomas B.
Yewell, Upper Marlboro; and Mrs. Richard C.
Zantzinger, Jr., Mrs. Ralph Powers, and Mrs.
Cary McN. Euwer, Largo.

Following the recommendations of the Restora-
tion Committee, M-NCPPC park crews began
work in five of the downstairs rooms. Cracked
and peeling plaster walls were repaired and
painted in authentic 18th century hues. Mag-
nificent walnut banisters and handrails, long
covered by dark stain and varnish, were scraped
and given a hand-rubbed finish.

While this work progressed, committee mem-
bers began their quest for period pieces of
furniture, candelabra, rugs, china, and glassware.

With many of their “finds” now in place and
the first phase of restoration nearing completion,
it is hoped that it will soon be possible to open
Montpelier to the public on some regular basis.
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Clinton Regional Park
Will Open Next Summer

Y LATE SPRING or early summer of 1967 the
initial stages of the development of Prince
George’s County’s first regional park will be

completed and 0})(‘!] to the public.

The 500 acres for a regional park near Clinton were
acquired in 1963 with the help of the County Com-
missioners, who contributed $260,840 toward the pur-
chase of the land. Under State law, the M-NCPPC is
permitted to buy park land outside its park district,
but is not allowed to develop this land until it is
brought into the park district by an act of the Mary-
land legislature.

In this manner, the Commission can buy tomor-
row’s parks today. In the case of Clinton Regional
Park, we had to wait until this portion of the County
was taken into what is known as the Maryland-W ash-
ington Metropolitan District before development
could begin. Normally, it takes about one fiscal year
after a section is placed within our park district before
we can begin budgeting for development.

Clinton Regional Park will offer a wide variety of
recreational facilities to area citizens. Included in the
initial development — that is, those areas that will be
ready for next summer — are the athletic fields and
courts, the individual family camping sites, and the
picnic and playground areas.

The athletic complex will include two lighted base-
ball fields, three lighted softball fields, and ten tennis

courts, Four of the tennis courts will be lighted for
late evening and night play.

There will also be one multi-purpose court for bas-
ketball and shuffle board, and four handball courts.

The fami[y camping area will include a registration
building, tent sites with access for autos, public water,
and comfort stations. These tent sites will be made
available to families by permit.

The picnic grove will be located near what will be
a 15-acre lake when the Butler Branch is dammed,
It will include permanent shelters, foot paths, and a
playground that will feature a wide range of futuristic
play equipment. A retired U.S. Navy jet fighter will
also be installed in this area.

Eventually, a 3,000-seat amphitheater and a res-
taurant will overlook the lake. The County’s first na-
ture center also will be built near the lake. The park
staff estimates that this new park can be completely
developed in a little over three years.

A big step has been taken toward that goal.
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A Brief Summary of Statistical Data
For Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties

"—x\ A OST OF THE MATERIAL contained in this summary is data the
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staff of the Research and Special Studies Branch has been

asked to collect for individual planning projects. It is typical
of the kind of research the Branch is expected to produce.

Each day the Commission receives requests for information similar
to that contained on this and the following pages. For this reason,
and because we believe citizens of the bi-county area will find much
of this material to be of general interest, we have made this summary a
part of the Annual Report.

HUMDREDS OF
THOUSANDS
)

POPULATION ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS

SOURCE: M-NCPPC Population Estimotes and General Plan Projections.
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RATE OF PERCENT CHANGE IN POPULATION

CHANGE
;5 PRINCE ¢
GEORGE'S CO.
8 %
& BI-COUNTY
6 % 4 .“‘ “.. )
MONTGOMERY CO.
e -
4%
2% — ——
0% | | | I | |
1 1 T T T ]
1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965
to to to to to to
1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966

SOURCE: United States Census of Population, 1960 and Updated by M-NCPPC.

POPULATION ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS — 1960-2000 FOR
MONTGOMERY AND PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTIES, MARYLAND
Population Estimates e _ MowBe  FGfe. Doy
for Montgomery and Prince George's Counties 1955-1966 1960 Population: 340,900 357,400 698,300
. 1965 Population: 423,500 496,800 920,300
YEAR Mﬂcfglﬁ?#fﬂ‘f PRFNé?(JEug%RGES BI-COUNTY 1980 General Plan Forecast: 643,400 792,900 1,436,300
= 2000 General Plan Forecast: 995,000 1,192,000 2,187,000
ﬁg; %ggg ggg:ggg g;;:ggg ggg'gg% SOURCE: M-NCPPC Population Projections based on 1960 Census Tract Data;
Jan, 1961 354,216 371,036 725,252 General Plan.
Mg g mm
an. ) ) . MARYLAND BI-COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH AS A PERCENT OF
. 1 e Pl ggﬁ:g?g WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN GROWTH
Jan. 1966 445,094 544,592 989,686 R - e :
i | P i i-County percen
1955-60 Extlmated NEtBS ;;rsease % np;:}a;:); 162 842 Bi-C{im_y_Washingtnn Metrg_Ar_ea_ of Metro Area
1960-61 13,288 13,641 26,929 0 60.349 o=
196162 16,934 22,042 38976 o 2823 o e
1962-63 18,429 31,763 50,192 1920 78268 571,882 14%
1963-64 15973 32,541 48,514 1930 109,301 672,198 16%
1964-65 17,983 39,393 97,376 1940 173,402 967,985 18%
1965-66 21,559 47,817 69,376 1950 358,583 1,464,089 24%
Estimated average Bi-County population increase per week was 1334 in 1965, 1%0 | e 598':_32_3 . 1,989,377 35%
g?:ﬁfsiogﬁgﬁgns%‘za %zr;:usu:;a;::;atrs :I?QSSM:IQ%FIP%‘M Data; United States SOURCE: M-NCPPC Information Bulleting No. 9, July 1964,
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NUMBER OF ACRES ZONED AND USED FOR COMMERCIAL
INDUSTRIAL, AND MULTI-FAMILY PURPOSES IN
MONTGOMERY AND PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTIES, 1965

ACRES

7000
— | 8000
e 2000
MONTGOMERY COUNTY ZONING
Approx. Changes in Zon-
—1 2. ing Categories from June Total Acres Zoned as of
Zones 1961 to Jan. 1, 1966 Jan. 1, 1966
i e o it
RR Fhi51 186475
R150 +1,078 1,07
g § R90 + 618 17,738
B> R60 — 538 22,974
e H- R40 — 2 141
- R30 + 141 657
E S R20 + 542 901
= S 2
— +
R RH + 3%4 394
PRC + 923 923
co 4+ 61 100
: g i gt
-+ B
Coxn\q:fcul. IN.:uSPT:Al MULTEFAMILY CP + 107 10?
111 + 867 2,441
T NAREL - P W O v 1-2 + 150 1,212
SOURCE. Agiil 1985 Lonrl Us Foring iriventoey  ALPSCPRC |-3 + 54?
TSz +1,767 1,767
SOURCE: General Plan Data, 1965 Land Use and Zoning Inventory, Zoning
Office, M-NCPPC.
PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY ZONING
Approx. Changes in Zon-
ing Categories from June Total Acres Zoned as of
Zones 1961 to Jan. 1, 1966 Jan. 1,
RR 455,409 Acres 273,443
FARM ACREAGE IN THE BI-COUNTY AREA R8O + 3,300 3.300
B T3 e
Approx. Acres  Acres of Number  Avg, Size Percent of +
_ of land farmland of farms of farms  total acreage Egg _!‘|_' 352 3?2
Montgomery R18 + 2,007 5,031
County R10 + 784 989
1959 315,520 169,576 973 174.3 acres 53.7% RH + 80 80
1964 155,300 737 210.7 acres  49.2% ggc — 42g 1,963
Prince George's cl i 155 1,345
Count c2 + 1,175 2,564
1959 310,400 124,338 1,251 99.4 acres  40.1% I-1 + 723 2312
1964 113966 1,087 104.8 acres 36.7% 1-2 + 420 1,663
SOURCE: U.S. Census of Agriculture, 1964, Mont c , Prince George’ : ;
County, U.5. De:l::t:n:'u ogr'é:mul;:rce, Bure:: 3:“::? C::;::T g s (5)??::,[: &-Ngsg(e:r.al Pl Datw,; 1900 Tanid Ussyand: Zomtngy Simventony Sanin

36



P —

SOCIO-ECONOMIC RANKING OF COUNTIES IN THE
NORTHEASTERN UNITED STATES

Standardized Component Scores Social

Occupa- Edu- In- Rank
Rank County State  tion cation come Scores
1 Montgomery ... Md. 92.3 97.8 100.0 86.7
2 Arlington ______________Va. 99.0 98.9 91.3 96.4
3 Falls Church ... Va. 950 100.0 92,0 95.7
& Faitfay i V4. 804 95.4 90.5 88.8
5 Nassau ____ BESINPITS | 1y o b 94.5 89.2 85.0
6 Westchester ___ NY. 755 88.9 83.0 824
7 Prince I:‘suurges isnence WA 93.3 75.2 79.9
8 Alexandria Va. 80.0 87.6 1.2 79.8
9 Norfolk . Mass 66.3 94.2 738 78.1
10 Morris — NJ. 624 93.0 78.3 77.9

SOURCE: Socio-economic Ranking of Counties in the Northeastern United States
From Virginia to Maine: 1960 Laboratory Paper Number 13, Mental Health

Study Center, National Institute of Mental Health, November 1965,

JURISDICTION
% of Total
Total Area Metro Dist. Re(Eona! Dist.  Area Dev-
Land & Water (Parks) lanning) eloped
Montgomery 506 sq. 1961—16%
County (318, 032 acres) 491.27 sq. mi.* 506 sq.mi. 1965—22%
Prince George’s 496sg.mi. 4275 sq.mi® 495sq.mi® 1961—20%
County (309,337 acres) 1965—24%
Bi-County  1,002sq.mi. 91877 sq.mi. 1001 sq. mi.
(627,369 acres)

1. Entire county excluding Rockville,
Grove, Laytonsville and Poolesville.

2. Entire county excluding Laurel, Greenbelt, District Heights and southern
rural portions of the county.

Barnesville, Gaithersburg, Washington

3. Entire county excluding Laurel.
SOURCE: 1965 land Use and Zoning Inventory, Zoning Office, M-NCPPC.

VOTING
Approximate %
Total Ballots Cast of Voting
Registered in General Registered
Voters Election Voters
Montgomery County
1958 119,868 84,294 70.69%
1960 148,708 125,063 86.12%
1962 149,923 101,566 67.74%
1964 183,875 157,821 85.83%
1966 181,602 128,177 70.58%
Prince George's County

1958 102,561 66,105 64.45%
1960 133,771 108,751 81.3%
1962 129,613 75,907 58.5%
1964 163,083 127,371 78%
1966 157,984 101,109 64%
SOURCE: Office of Supervisor of Elections—Montgomery County and Prince

George’s County.
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INCORPORATED CITIES AND TOWNS
LAND AREA, POPULATION, AND DWELLING UNIT ESTIMATES, AUG. 1966

Moentgomery County

= Av. Pop.

Municipality Land Area* ) Dwelling  Per Dwell.
(sq. miles)  Population Units Unit
Rockville 10.30 36,600 10,030 3.60
Takoma Park (M) 1.18 13,350 4,868 2.0
Barnesville .38 190 57 3.30
Brookeville 13 160 50 320
Gaithersburg 1.74 6,730 2,199 3.10
Garrett Park 24 1,170 306 3.80
Glen Echo A1 310 105 3.00
Kensington A6 2,700 812 3.30
Laytonsville 37 240 74 3.30
Poolesville 1.63 330 100 3.30
Somerset 30 1,480 394 3.80
Washington Grove 31 660 189 3.50
Total Incorp. 17.15 63,920 19,184 3.30
Total Mont. Co. 506 445,094
Percent of Mont. in
incorp. areas 3.39% 14.36%

INCORPORATED CITIES AND TOWNS
LAND AREA, POPULATION, AND DWELLING UNIT ESTIMATES, AUG. 1966

Prince George's County

Av. Pop.

Municipality Land Area* Dwelling  Per Dwell.

(sq. miles)  Population Units Unit
Carrollton 1.13 10,600 3,442 310
College Park 4.84 22,100 5,184 4.30
Greenbelt 5.00 14,070 4,648 3.00
Hyattsville 1.95 17,670 5,597 3.20
Mt. Rainier .62 10,210 3,800 2.70
Takoma Park(PG) 64 5,760 1,763 3.30
Berwyn Heights 67 3,530 948 3.70
Bladenshurg 98 5,490 1,864 290
Bowie 5.95 20,240 5,363 3.80
Brentwood .39 3,780 1,159 3.30
Capitol Heights 49 3,390 912 3.70
Cheverly 1.16 5,700 1,519 3.80
Colmar Manor 52 1,820 562 3.20
Cottage City 24 1,110 353 3.10
District Heights 81 8,200 2,262 3.60
Eagle Harbor A1 a0 66 40
Edmonston 34 1,230 318 3.90
Fairmount Heights 27 2,350 528 4.40
Forest Heights 43 3,740 960 3.90
Glenarden 65 2,760 666 4.10
Landover Hills .23 1,890 471 4.00
Laurel 1.38 10,420 3,606 2.90
Morningside .24 1,760 405 430
North Brentwood 10 860 201 4.30
Riverdale 15 6,230 1,997 3.10
Seat Pleasant W3 6.960 1,929 3.60
University Park 53 3,230 938 3.40
Upper Marlboro A5 690 205 330
Total Incarp. 31.06 175,820 51,666 3.40
Total P.G. Co. 496 544,592
Percent of P.G.

in incorp. areas  6.26% 32.28%

“Land Area as of April 1, 1965,
SOURCE: M-NCPPC Information Bulletin, No. 11 (August 1966)



NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS (Dwellings Assessed)

Montgomery County

Prince Geurge's County

1&2 Multi- 1&2 Multi-

Family Family Family Family
Year Units Units Total Units Units Total
1960 83,243 17,931 101,174 78,030 25411 103,441
1961 86,272 20,191 106,463 81775 28,216 109,991
1962 89,472 22,804 112276 86,9393 32,835 119,828
1963 92,450 24,868 117,318 91,708 39,125 130,833
1964 95,589 27,521 123,110 96,378 48,339 144,717
1965 99,714 30,147 129,861 100,845 61,376 162,221

SOURCE: M-NCPPC Information Bulletins, No. 5 (July 1962), No. 7 (July
1963), No. 8 (July 1964), No. 10 (November 1945), No. 11 (August 1966),

ANNUAL COMPLETION OF HOUSING UNITS
(Dwellings Assessed)

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

961 1962

1963

1964

PRINCE GEORGE'S

COUNTY

F

SOURCE. M-NCPPC

1965

MUMBER

UNITS

SINGLE FAMILY
L2 i)
MULTI-FAMILY
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SUBSTANDARD HOUSING IN MONTGOMERY & PRINCE GEORGE'S

COUNTIES — Baosed on 1960 Census Data
Sound units % Sub-
lacking Total Sub- standard
Total No. Dilapi- Deter- some or all standard of total
Housing dated iorating plumbing & Deficient Housing
Units Units Units facilities Units Units

Montgomery

County (') 98,141 1,306 2,972 1,609 5887 6%

pop. 340,928

Prince George's

County (%) 99,617 2213 5,389 2,237 9,839 10%

pop. 357,395

Bi-Gounty 197,758 3,519 8,361 3846 15726 8%
pop. 698,323

1.

As of 7/1/66, there are 2 incorporated places in the county which have
been granted by State Legislation their own urban renewal authority: Rock-
ville and Takoma Park. Approximately 8% of all units in the 2 incorporated
towns are substandard, the total of which comprise 11% of all population
and housing units in the County.

. As of 7/1/66, there are 10 incorporated places in the county which have

been granted their own urban renewal authority by State Legislation: Col-
lege Park, Hyattsville, Mount Rainier, Takoma Park, Glenarden, Laurel, Fair
mount Heights, Capitol Heights, Bowie and Colmar Manor. Approximately
12% of all units in the 10 incorporated towns are substandard, the total
of which comprise 19% of all population and housing units in the County.

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census, U.S. Censuses of Population and Housing:
1960, Final Report PHC (1)-166 Census Tracts, SMSA.

ESTIMATED AVERAGE COST PER UNIT OF
SINGLE FAMILY CONSTRUCTION

MONTGOMERY
COUNTY
FHOUSAMDS.
oF 3

= &

PRINCE GEORGE'S
COUNTY

12 ﬁlllllmnmm.m“‘“
G

quanaientt

|0 | | | 1 |
L 1 1 T L)
1961 1962 1963 1964 1965
SOURCE Cokulated trom Home Budders Associotion of Metropoliton Woshinglon

Technicol Bulletin. Val VI, No 7



ESTIMATES OF MEDIAN MARKET VALUE OF ESTIMATES* OF MEDIAN VALUES OF ALL HOMES
NEW SINGLE FAMILY HOMES

Montgomery Co. Prince George's Co.

$30.000 ;. 1960 $19,800 $15,100

' 1965 24,000 17,500

*FHA and MNon FHA Dwellings (New and Existing)
$25000 | SOURCE: FHA Unpublished Data.
520000 |
$15000 |
R ANNUAL NUMBER OF BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED
MNUMBER
OF
$5000 | UNITS
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 10,000

1963 1964

SOURCE. Liipublished FHA Data  Single Fomily Honmes, both FHA and Mon FHA

ESTIMATES OF MEDIAN MARKET VALUE OF NEW SINGLE FAMILY HOMES

Mont. Co P.G. Co.

1963 $27,400 $18,300

1964 28,100 19,000

1 230 il 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 ‘o
SOURCE: Unpublished FHA data—Single family homes, both FHA and Non- UNITS
FHA. PRINCE GEORGE'S i

COUNTY 15,000
ANNUAL BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED FOR MEW DWELLING UNITS 1960-65 !‘-z-l-Lo-o—
SINGLE FAMILY
Montgomery Co. P. G. County d
TOTAL (=
1960 5,442 100% 5,775 100% MULTERAMKY 10,000
1961 5,539 o 9,725 H
1962 6,469 " 12,934 "
ooE
1965 13444 " 17,686 " 1500
Single Famliy
o = o
1962 3230 50% 5115 40% 5,000
1963 3227 45% 4770 - 24%
1964 4,076 57% 4,616 36%
1965 4,386 33% 4,731 27%
Multi-Family _2,500

1960 2,250 41% 2,720 47%
1961 2118 38% 5,047 52%
1962 3239 50% 7,819 60%
1963 3974 55% 14970 76%
1964 3,030 43% 8,283 64% et i _
1865 9,058 67% 12,955 3% 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965

SOURCE: Construction Reports, Authorized Construction, Washington, D.C. Area

SOURCE: Construction Reports, Authorized Construction, Washington, D.C.
.5, Bureau of the Census.

Area — U. 5. Bureau of the Census.
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COVERED EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES*

Bi-County Montgomery Cnuna Prince George's County
Employment Wages Employment ages Employment Wages
1955 62,100 $56,800,000 32,900 $29,400,000 29,200 $27,000,000
1960 89,676 99,289,505 49,430 55,053,610 40,246 44,235,895
1965 150,023 207,025,797 83,359 120,360,062 66,664 86,665,735
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES*
Bi-County Montgomery County Prince George's County
Employment Wages Employment Wages Employment Wages
1955-60 44% 75% 50% 87% 38% 64%
1960-65 67% 108% 68% 118% 65% 95%

*This includes all employees who come under the Unemployment Insurance Law of Maryland.

SOURCE: The Maryland State Department of Employment Security.

Employment & Payrolls covered by the Unemployment Insurance Law of Maryland. Department of Employment Security, Research &

Analysis Division,

LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT

LABOR FORCE

s

A

-L000,000

MATIONAL CAPITAL
REGION "

!
........

!
PRINCE GEORGE'S .",....n-'
COUNTY A

MONTGOMERY
COUNTY

MNATIONAL CAPITAL

REGION®

EMPLOYMENT

MONTGOMERY
COUNTY

EMPLOYMENT IN NOMN-AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY
COVERED BY THE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE LAW OF MD.

Montgomery County
1960 1965

Prilnce George’s County

960 1965

Federal Gov't Civilian Empl, 18,466 25,885 9,893 12,353
Manufacturing, Total 4,555 6,122 5,976 7,491
(Durable goods (2,633) (3,602) (3,934) (4,330)
{Non-durable goods) (1,922) (2,520) {2,042) (3,161)
Contract Construction 8,201 13,643 6,272 11,828
Mining & Quarrying 49 460 870
Transportation, Communication & Utilities 1,330 2,980 1,928 3,082
Wholesale & Retail Trade 20,324 29,538 17,777 28,077
Finance, Insurance, & Real Estate 4617 9,023 2,824 5,982
Services & Other 10,403 22,004 5,009 9,334
TOTAL 67,896 109,244 50,139 79,017
SOURCE: Department of Employment Security, Research and Analysis Division, “Employment and Payrolls

Covered by the Unemployment Insurance Law of Maryland’’ Fourth Quarter, 1960 & 1965,
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AVERAGE (MEAN) EFFECTIVE BUYING INCOME¥
PER HOUSEHOLD FOR THE YEAR 1965

I I I I | I

ol—

$2000

$4000 $6000 $8000 $10,000 $12,000 $14 000 $16,000

1 income less deductions, l.e., Toxes, Sociol Security, etc.

* Copyright, Soles Monogement, survey of buying power, June 1966. All other data
were estimoted by M-NCPPC stoff.

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS BY INCOME GROUP ~— JANUARY 1, 1966

Household Household Household Total House- % Of All

Total No. Inc Income  hold Income Householas

Households $10, 000-15 000 $15, 000-25 000 $25,000+4- Over $10,000 Over $10,000

Montgomery County 127,000 42,615 18,398 6,087 67,100 52.8%*

Bethesda 21,300 7,998 5,382 2,020 15,400 72.2%*
Silver Spring 24,500 9,230 3,300 670 13,200 54.0%
Wheaton 15,300 5,161 1,009 130 6,300 41.0%

Rockville 9,700 2,747 443 110 3,300 34.1%*
Takoma Park 6,500 1,819 446 35 2,300 35.0%

Prince George's County 157,000 43,985 9,652 1,663 55,300 35.2%*

Hyattsville 5,500 1,634 407 59 2,100 38.5%*

Laurel 3,700 670 200 30 900 24.3%*
Takoma Park 6,500 1,819 446 35 2,300 35.0%

SOURCE: Sales Management Magazine. *Copyright Sales Management, Survey of Buying Power, June 1966.
Further reproduction not licensed. All other data were estimated by the M-NCPPC.

$18,00¢



MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATION

1960-1966

Montgomery Co.

Prince George's Co.

Bi-County Total

1960 144,049 139,873 283922
1961 157,160 151,166 308,326
1962 166,984 160,279 327,263
1963 178,607 174,668 353,275
1964 192,538 193,923 386,461
1965 207,390 214618 422,008
1966 223,148 238,298 451-.44;8
SOURCE: Department of Motor Vehicles.
RETAIL SALES ESTIMATES
1963 1964 1965

Mont. Co. $578,754,000 $634,479,000 $716,647,000
Bethesda $139,070,000 $ 98,551,000 $102,048,000
Rockville $ 85,085,000 $ 81,073,000 $ 91,429,000
P. G. Co. $558,227,000 $590,904,000 $684,669,000
Hyattsville $ 86,012,000 $ 53,012,000 $ 58,387,000
Laurel Not Reported Not Reported $ 42,190,000

SOURCE: Sales Management Magazine, June 10, 1964; June 10, 1965; June 10,

1966,

SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS — 1960-1966
Public (1)
Elementary Intermediate Secondary

(Grades 1-6 and Special)  (Grades 7-9) (Grades 10-12)

Maent. Co, P.G.Co. Mont.Co. P.G.Co. Mont. Co. P.G. Co.
1960 41,252 40,076 18,454 18,005 12,869 11,443
1961 43,441 42,754 19,772 19,389 14,173 12,649
1962 45935 46,445 20,201 20,018 17,010 15,232
1963 47626 50,793 21,333 21,173 19,412 17,795
1964 49,166 55,880 22561 22,890 20,552 14,097
1965 50,908 62,28 24200 25070 21,233 20,338
1966 52928 67,489 25649 27,140 22,524 19,184

Archdiocesan (2)

1960 12,949 9,872 3,447 3,033 1,401 945
1961 10,633 10,517 3,560 3,136 1,619 1,197
1962 10,781 11,080 3,496 3,267 1,661 1,656
1963 11,006 11,592 3,672 3,478 1,770 1,948
1964 11,040 11,700 3,680 3,605 1,874 2,116
1965 10,656 11,289 3,816 3,897 1,826 2,258
1966 ANNUAL REPORT NOT AVAILABLE

SOURCE: 1. Board of Education, Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties.
SOURCE: 2. Archdiocese of Washington, Annual Reports, Office of Education.

NUMBERS OF MANUFACTURING FIRMS (F) AND THEIR EMPLOYEES (E)
MONTGOMERY AND PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTIES 1956-1965

APRIL 1956 FEBRUARY 1959 JUNE 1962 APRIL 1965

Mont, P.G. Mont. P.G. Mont. P.G. Mont. P.G.

F E B~ JE F E E E F E F E F E F E
Ordnance & Accessories 1. 125
Food & Kindred Products 16 635 9 138 15 817 13 45 11 642 14 1671 11 653 17 1759
Apparel, Products Made From Fabrics 1 5 2 7 Z A0 1 | 14
Lumber & Wood Products (Exc. Furniture) 9 111 12 222 14 163 21 288 8 144 15 378 5 168 15 528
Furniture & Fixtures g 43 5 68 11 126 9 135 8 142 &6 3 & Mm 7 127
Paper & Allied Products 2 104 1 67
Printing, Publishing & Allied Industries 16 503 18 100 28 573 22 258 20 B3 15 653 19 1055 21 686
Chemical & Allied Products 3 3% 10 518 4 228 13 663 &5 335 13 786 4 482 18 1002
Petroleum Refining & Related Ind. 2 10 2 95 2 55 3 260 1 15 3 200 1 12
Rubber & Misc. Plastic Products - 1 5 4 91 2 5 % Al 3 . 6 A7 2 12
Leather & Leather Products 1 i 1 8
Stone, Clay & Glass Products 6 105 13 441 14 153 28 760 9 254 24 992 6 210 35 1054
Primary Metal Industries 2 9 3. 164 '8 T2 21 1 18
Fabricated Metal Products

(Exc. Ord., Mach. & Trans. Equip.) 7 28 10 510 12 233 20 748 8 297 24 %01 7 292 22 1939
Machinery (Exc. Electrical) 6 1% 12 103 3 2 13 128% 0 430 9 163 6. 255 12 211
Electrical Machinery,

Equipment & Supplies 11 58 4 465 16 1247 5 2350 23 3252 10 1389 21 4807 5 178
Transportation Equipment 3 172 A 1832 2 129 3 & 4 1337 4 1118
Professional, Scientific & Controlling

Instruments 476 180 7 533 2 27 19 914 8 440 18 1414 4 200
Miscellaneous Manufacturing Industries 5 33 5 36 4 49 4. 15 4 B84 1 19 o 210 3 78

SOURCE: Manufacturers and Distributors Directory, Economic Development Committee, Metropolitan Washington
Board of Trade 2nd Edition, April 1956; 3rd Edition, Feb, 1959; 4th Edition, June 1962; 5th Edition, April 1965.
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SCHEDULE OF REVENUES — Fiscal Year 1964-65
Mentgomery County

Taxes $63,451,247
Special Assessments 446,2
Licenses and Permits 1,976,574
Fines, Forfeitures & Costs 239,719
Revenue (Use of money & property) 767,824
Grants from Federal Government 473,760
Revenue from State of Maryland 2,105,242
Service charge (current services) 3,493,973
Other Revenue 47,088
Transfers to other funds & departments treated as Revenue 1,443,752
Total Revenues "$74,445,446
SOURCE: Annual Financial Report, Montgomery County, Md.
Prince George's County

Taxes $44,573,325
Licenses and Permits 2,350,376
Fines and Forfeitures 231,502
Revenue (Use of money & property) 756,311
Revenue from other Agencies 2,114
Service charge for current services and miscellaneous) 63,115
Total Revenues $47,976,743

SOURCE: Accounting Office, Prince George’s County, Md.

TOTAL ASSESSABLE BASE
(ASSESSED VALUE OF ALL TAXABLE PROPERTY)

FISCAL YEAR MONTGOMERY* PRINCE GEORGE'S*
(uly 1 to June 30) COUNTY COUNTY
1955-1956 $ 807,828,343 $ 522,529,243
1956-1957 38,581,744 574,420,227
1957-1958 977,438,945 631,692,028
1958-1959 1,054,802,215 689,834,289
1959-1960 1,147,107,048 747,343,360
1960-1961 1,275,446,364 829,099,781
1961-1962 1,410,794,078 919,609,151
1962-1963 1,550,675,814 1,063,194,805
1963-1964 1,750,243,776 1,203,652,529
1964-1965 1,907,278,073 1,384,739,695
1965-1966 2,111,433,405 1,674,498,327

*SOURCE: Monrgomn{ County Annual Financial Report for the Fiscal Year
July 1, 1964-June 30,

The total bl ase of real property, business
personal property, public uhh!\r blnk and financial, and mutual savings.

#SOURCE: Prince George's County Accounting Office, 9-21-86.

The above values sre the actual tax assessment base fg—uru for P.G. Co. They
include assessments of real; business personal; R.R. and public utility property;
domestic corporation, fare:gn corporation; financial corporation; farm per-
sonal; and the City ‘of Takoma Park’s real business personal property tax as-
sessments.

ANNUAL REPORT, 196566

CREDITS: EDITORIAL SUPERVISION — Robert G. Carey =« John E. Bittner
Leet-Melbrook, Inc.
LITHOGRAPHY — Corporate Press, Inc.

Bell
TYPOGRAPHY — Gray Printing

PHOTOGRAPHY — John E. Bittner =

BIRTHS AND DEATHS — 1960-1965

Births

Montgomery Co. Prince George's Co. Bi-County

1960 8,199 10,572 18771
1961 8,199 11,077 19,276
1962 8253 11,246 19,499
1963 8,461 12,483 20,944
1964 8417 13,475 20892
1965 h3 13,627 21,600

Deaths
1960 2,013 2,068 4,081
1961 2,039 2,154 4,193
1962 2,239 2,332 4,571
1963 2,321 2,531 4,852
1964 2,451 2,594 5,045
1965 2,576 2,841 5417

SOURCE: Maryland State Department of Health, Division of Biostatistics,

Estimated Changes in the Age Compositions (in 1000's) of Residents of
the District of Columbia and the Suburbs Between 1960 and 1980.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(000's)

*SUBURBS (000's)
Age
Groups 1960

1980 Change 1960 1980 Change

04 152 310 +158 78 63 —15
59 139 292 4153 63 55 — 8
10-14 125 274 149 52 50 —2
1519 90 222 +132 51 67 +16
2024 79 229 4150 60 84 +24
2529 83 224 141 55 67 +12
30-34 9 217 +121 54 49 —5
3539 113 166 -4 53 56 38 —18
4044 99 139 + 40 51 36 —15
4549 75 120 + 45 51 37 —14
50-54 58 110 + 52 48 46 —_2
5559 40 102 + 62 41 53 +12
60-64 30 76 + 46 kL] 48 +14
65-69 22 58 + 36 27 43 +16
7074 16 41 + 25 20 31 +11
754+ 18 59 + 41 22 43 +21
TOTAL 1235 2639 763 810

*Washington Metropolitan Area minus the District of Columbia.

SOURCE Ray Clapp, Metropolitan Board of Trade Special Bulletin, Vel. 3,
No. 1, (January 1963).

DESIGN AND ART WORK — Herbert E. Benson « Lance C.

» George Kalec = Cosmopolitan Photos « Air Photographics, Inc.
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
STATEMENT OF CASH RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS
FOR THE FOURTEEN MONTHS, MAY 1, 1965 TO JUNE 30, 1966, INCLUSIVE

ADMINISTRATION FUNDS — GENERAL

Prince
George's
County County
BALANCE: Moy 1, 1965 $ 275,690.86 $  19.493.42
RECEIPTS:
Tax Levy 6 cents $ — $ 900.536.32
Tax Levy 4 cents 756,573.77 9,260.82
Tox Levies 4%2 cents and 4 cents 3,328.50 —
Preliminary Plats 10,001.25 21,267.75
Plats Fees 17,802.08 16,131.00
Recording Fees 1,437.00 2,140.00
Amendments — Zoning - 4,830.00
Special Exceptions - 2,220.00
Sale of Prints and Maps 16,978.48 13,329.00
Sale of Topographic Maps 14,701.00 6,113.75
Sale of Equipment 165.00 -
Reimbursements: Expense 1,345.22 1,932.97
Interest 1,312.50 875.00
Proceeds Tax Anticipation Certificate 150,000.00 300,000.00
Rent — Recreation Dept, - 600.00
Transfer from Urban Planning Grant Account - 18,363.75
Total Receipts § 973,644.80 $1,297,600.36
Total Avcilable $1,249,335.66 $1,317,093.78
DISBURSEMENTS:
Commisisoners’ Salaries $ 41,535.66 $ 4281459
Administration Salaries 91,935.65 99,733.01
Planning Salaries 438,621.81 552,984.76
Office Expense 39,992.73 30,782.47
Office Rent 13,543.40 15,527.72
Publication of MNotices 7,098.62 2,084.42
Books, Newspopers and Technical Publications 4,434.08 4,676.13
Professional Services 98,372.25 70,816.01
Stationery and Printing 56,073.74 57,023.91
Telephone and Postage 16,537.66 20,812.76
Equipment 17,068.22 22,592.24
Plat Recording 1,389.00 2,105.00
Maintenance and Repairs 20,849.36 11,188.22
Travel Expense 9,763.88 9,925.90
Insurance and Bond Premiums 2,985.61 3,323.76
Employees’ Retirement Expense 20,636.75 17.614,93
Social Security Expense 15,485.06 19,217.27
Group Hospitalization 4,040.34 4,848.10
Dues 516.50 461.85
Maps and Ordinances for Resole 1,212.50 225.00
Medical Fees 177.00 -
Tuition 1,000.00 1,000.00
Moving Expense 622.50 477.50
Zoning Petitions — 150.00
Interest Paid 1.117.50 2,235.00
Payment — Tox Anticipation Certificate 150,000.00 300,000.00
Miscellaneous 969.22 1,812.48
Transfer ta Future Debt Service Account 155,000.00 -
Tetal Disbursements $1,210,979.04 $1,294,433.03
BALAMNCE: June 30, 1966 $ 38,356.62 $ 22,660.75
ADMINISTRATION FUND — SPECIAL ACCOUNTS
URBAN PLANNING ACCOUNT:
BALANCE: May 1, 1965 $ - $ 9.563.75
RECEIPTS:
Treasurer of U. S. Final Payment — 8,800.00
Total Available - $ 1836375
DISBURSEMENTS:
Transfer to Administration — General - 18,363.75
BALANCE: June 30, 1946 $ - $ —
ZONING AMENDMENT FEE ACCOUNTS:
BALANCE: May 1, 1965 $ - $ 50,880.00
RECEIPTS:
Plat Fees - 19,272.00
Total Available $ - $ 70,152.00
DISBURSEMENTS:
County Treasurer — Prince George's -— 37.152.00
BALANCE: June 30, 1966 $ - $__33,000.00
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Total
§ 295,184.28

900,536.32
765,834.59
3,328.50
31,269.00
33,933.08
3,577.00
4,830.00
2,220.00
30,307.48
20,814.75
165.00
3,278.19
2,187.50
450,000.00
600.00
18,363.75

$2,271,245.16
$2,566,429.44

§$ 84,350.25
191,668.66
991,606.57

70,775.20
29,071.12
9.183.04
9,110.21
169,188.26
113,097.65
37,350.42
39,660.46
3,494.00
32,037.58
19.689.78
6,309.37
38,251.68
34,702.33
8,888.44
978.35
1,437.50
177.00
2,000.00
1,100.00
150.00
3,352.50
450,000.00
2,781.70
155,000.00

$2,505,412.07
s 6101737

$ 956375

8,800.00
$ 1836375

18,363.75
L e

$ 50,880.00

19,272.00
$ 70,152,00

37,152.00
$ _33,000.00



PARK FUND — GENERAL

Prince
Montgomery George's
County County Total
BALANCE — May 1, 1965 $ 7,233.28 $ 254,296.74 $ 261,530.02
RECEIPTS:
Tax Levy 14 cents $ — $1,895,974,64 $1,895,974.64
Tox Levy 13%2 cents 2,542,436.99 — 2,542,436.99
Tax Levy 13cents 13,886.40 —_ 13,886.40
Tax Levies 12 cents and 10 cents - 25,736.41 25,736.41
Rentals 36,979.01 8,940.71 45,919.72
Concessions 4,837.06 12,080.13 16,917.19
Wheaton Regional Park Concessions 19,216.11 - 19,216.11
Northwest Golf Course 148,769.00 - 148,769.00
Golf Cart Fees 1,646.06 - 1,646.06
Refund — Montgomery County of 75% of the Cost of
Park Maintenance 404,728.53 — 404,728.52
Reimbursements: Expenses 14,698.16 5,427.68 20,125.84
Reimbursement Series K Bond Expense 7,437.00 - 7,437.00
Sale of Scrap and Timber 3,726.00 250.00 3,976.00
Towing Abandoned Vehicles 60,00 1,398,.00 1,458.00
Refund — Advance Bond Premium —_ 19,758.00 19,758.00
Forfeit of Deposits 174.00 10.00 184.00
Deposits Received 275.00 - 275.00
Employees’ Contributions to Uniforms 8,065.40 3.551.30 11,616.70
Interest 3,937.50 6,795.00 10,732.50
Proceeds Certificote of Indebtedness 1,500,000.00 1,000,000.00 2,500,000.00
Miscellaneous 1,628.34 75.94 1,704.28
Transfer from Series “OO” Bond Account 131,954.58 - 131,954.58
Transfer from Upper County Account h 3,520.23 =N 3,520.23
Total Receipts '$4,847,975.37 $2,979.997.81 $7.827,973.18
Total Available $4,855,208.65 $3,234,294.55 $8,089,503.20
DISBURSEMENTS:
Park Salaries ond Allowances $ 451,207.25 $ 322,966.81 $ 774,174.06
Maint e ond Develop t Labor 819,072.30 386,336.41 1,205,408.71
Insurance and Bond Premiums 38,073.85 19,729.23 57,803.08
Telephones 15,979.32 1,656.21 17,635.53
Equipment 144,887.59 127,077.20 271,964.79
Auto, Truck and Tractor Expense 91,214.00 82,028.35 173,242.35
Park Building Maintenance 147,425.91 36,380.04 183,805.95
Rood and Ground Maintenance 112,116.463 74,B06.76 186,923.39
Park Development 215,202.99 294,026.73 509,229.72
Travel Expense 3,763.01 2,815.45 6,578.46
Land Purchase 131,370.09 - 131,370.09
Land Acquisition Cost 584.49 — 584.49
Bond Principal 416,000.00 149,000.00 565,000.00
Bond Interest 620,725.00 201,460.60 822,185.60
Bond Expense 1,336.52 431.75 1,768.27
Employment Retirement Expense 26,968.20 15,194.04 42,162.24
Social Security Expense 43,029.12 23,496.92 66,526.04
Group Hospitalization 12,854.49 5,927.70 18,782.19
Dues 388.40 249.70 638.10
Photos and Supplies 2,279.98 607.09 2,887.07
Park Tours 1,645.32 72222 2.367.54
Medical Exams and Fees 1.628.77 210.00 1,838.77
Care of Horses 2,048,33 - 2,048.33
Uniform Rental 17,884.36 7.370.21 25,254.57
Tuition - 580.00 580.00
Supplies Northwest Golf Course 2,766.45 - 2,766,45
Refunds of Deposits 240.00 - 240.00
Interest 1131 75.00 7.450.00 1 8..625.00
Payment Tax Anticipation Certificate 1,500,000,00 1,000,000.00 2,500,000.00
Miscellaneous 1,283.41 708.38 1,991.79
Transfer to Heurich Youth Center Account — 128,735.24 128,735.24
Transfer to Reserve for Self-Insuronce - 25,000.00 25,000.00
Transfer to Reserve for Future Debt Service = ~_70,000.00 70,000.00
Total Disbursements $4,833,150.78 $2:984,967.04 $7,818,117.82
BALANCE—June 30, 1966 $ 22,057.87 $ 249.327.51 $ 271,385.38
PARK FUND — UPPER COUNTY ACCOUNT
BALANCE: May 1, 1965 $ 69,341.26 $ — $ 69,341.26
RECEIPTS:
Tax levy — 5 cents 2,412.85 ! - 2,412.85
Total Available _$ 7175401 § = $ 7175411
DISBURSEMENTS:
Land Purchases $ 31,316.65 $ - $ 31316465
Titles and Settlements 564,38 - 564,38
Surveys and Engineering 2,293.00 - 2,293.00
Payment of Loan P. E. P. Co. 34,059.85 - 34,059.85
Transfer to Park Fund — General 3,520.23 - 3,520.23
Total Disbursements 71,754.11 $ - $ 7],754.1!

e e

Balance — June 30, 1966

I
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PARK FUND — UPPER ROCK CREEK WATERSHED

CALANCE: May 1, 1965
RECEIPTS:

U. 8. Depariment of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service

Total Available

DISBURSEMEMNTS:
Payments on Contract — Federal Government
Maryland Commission
Cost, Protection of Pipe Lines
Total Disbursements

Balance — June 30, 1966

BALANCE — May 1, 1965

RECEIPTS:
Interest
Donation
Total Receipts
Total Avoiloble

DISBURSEMENTS:
Repairs to Water System
Plastering
Septic Tonk
Entomologist for 1965
Transfer to Park Fund Generaol

Total Disbursements
Balance — April 30, 1966

BALANCE — May 1, 1965
RECEIPTS:
Interest
Total Available
DISBURSEMENTS:
none
Balance — June 30, 1966

PARK

REGIONAL OFFICE BUILDING:
RECEIPTS:

Transper from Series "PP” Bond
Interest
Total Receipts
Total Available
DISBURSEMENTS:
Payment on Building Contract
BALANCE — June 30, 1966

HEURICH YOUTH CENTER:
RECEIPTS:
Transfer from “PP* Bond Account
Transfer from Park Fund—General
Total Receipts
Total Available
DISBURSEMENTS:
Bond Expense
BALAMNCE — June 30, 1946

CLINTON REGIONAL PARK:
RECEIPTS:

Proceeds—Sale Right of Way Potomoc Electric Power Co.

Total Available
DISBURSEMENTS:
none
BALANCE — June 30, 1966

Prince
Montgomery George's
County County
$ 4411521 $ —
101,493.43 -
814560864 s -
$101,493.43 $ -
5,320.22 —_
679464 -
$113,608.29 $ —
$ 32,000.35 =
PARK FUND — SPECIAL ACCOUNTS
Montgomery Prince George's
County County
“Field Lights" “Mantpelier”
$ 1,560.00 $ 14,173.67
$ 60.00 $ -
- 100.00
$ 00 S 10000
$ 1,620.00 $ 14,273.67
$ - $ 175.00
— 275.00
P 476.00
- 300.00
1,620,00 -
$ 1,620.00 $ 1,226.00
—— S_ 13,04?.6?_
PARK FUND — SPECIAL LAND ACQUISITION ACCOUNTS
$ 715,187.50 $ 355,783.89
10,312.50 18.787.50
$ 725,500.00 $ 374,571.39
$ 725,500.00 § 374,571.39
FUND — SPECIAL CONSTRUCTION ACOUNTS
Prince
Montgomery George's
County County
$ - $ 900,000.00
% - 2,573.43
$ — $ 902,573.43
$ - $ 902,573.43
$ - $ 289,800.00
$ - $ 612,773.43
$ -— $ 171,264.76
s P __128,735.24
¥ = $_300,000.00
$ - $ 300,000.00
932.85
$ - $ 299,067.15
$ - $ 143,000.00
$ _ $ 143,000.00
$ - $ 143,000.00
$ - 31.054.840.58

Total — Construction Funds

|
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Total
$ 4411521

101,493.43

$ 145,608.64

$ 101,493.43
5,320.22
6,794.64

$ 113,608.29

$_32,000.35

Total

$ 15733.67

$ 40.00
100.00

160.00

AN

15,893.67

$ 175.00
275.00
476.00
300.00

1,620.00

$ 284600

$ 13,047.67

$1,070,971.39

29,100.00

$1,100,071.39

—

$1,100,071.39

Total

$ 900,000.00
2,573.43

$ 902,573.43
$ 902,573.43

$ 289,800.00

$ 612.773.43

$ 171,264.76
128,735.24

$ 300,000.00

$ 300,000.00

932.85

$ 299.067.15

$ 143,000.00

$ 143,000.00

$ 143,000.00
$1,054,840.58



BALANCE—May 1, 1965

RECEIPTS:
Deposit on Bonds
Balance, Proceeds of Bonds
Interest
State of Maryland
Montgomery County School Board
Reimbursement Belair Park
Refund of Taxes
Refund of Recording Fees

Total Receipts
Total Available

DISBURSEMENTS:

Land Acquisition:
Land Purchases
Titles and Settlements
Appraisals
Survey and Engineering
Taxes
Front Foot Eenefits
Bond Expense
Note Paid
Interest Paid

Development:
Bond Expense
Rosemary Hills Development
Kemp Mills Estates
Cabin John Regional Park
Wheaton Regional Park
Transfer to Park Fund — General
Transfer to Regional Office Building
Tronsfer to Heurich Youth Center

Total Disbursements

BALANCE—June 30, 1966

BALANCE: Moy 1, 1965
RECEIPTS:
Interest
Transfer from General Funds
Total Receipts
Total Available

DISBURSEMENTS:
None

BALANCE—June 30, 1966

PARK FUND — BOND PROCEEDS ACCOUNTS

Montgomery
County

$1,908,024.82

$ 150,000.00
7,101,336.65
41,432.37
126,315.63
43,412.39

—_

15.00
$7.462,512.04
$9,370,536.86

$3,442,416.01
23,894.91
21,725.00
B6,064.19
2,690.97
17,922.80
7,084.45
300,000.00
1,450.00

996.52
13,899.30
13,390.50
50,845.50

57.25
131,954.58

$4,114,391.98
$5.256,144.88

$_118,237.50

$ 9.530.00
155,000.00

$ 164,530.00
S 282,767.50

$ 282.767.50

Prince
George's
County

$1,536.444.48_

$1,536,444.48
$ 85,000.00
4,142,019.72
41,805.70
19,958.74

5,005.00
50.58

$5,830,284.22

$1,778,237.71
15,250.00
48,910.00
15,537.26
472.51

4,188.51

490.17

I Y (B

900,000.00
171,264.76

$2,934,350.92
$2,895,933.30

PARK FUND — RESERVE FOR FUTURE DEBT SERVICE

$ 8361142

$ 424375
70,000.00

$ 7424375
$ 157,855.17

$ 157,855.17

PARK FUND — RESERVE FOR SELF INSURANCE — BUILDINGS

BALANCE: May 1, 1965
RECEIPTS:
Interest
Transfer from Park Funds—General
Total Receipts
Total Available
DISBURSEMENTS:
MNone
BALANCE—June 30, 1966

BALANCE: May 1, 1965
RECEIPTS:
Interest
Town Taxes
Total Receipts
Total Available

DISBURSEMENTS:
Land Purchases
Titles and Settlements
Appraisals
Surveys ond Engineering
Front Foot Benefits

Total Disbursements
BALANCE—June 30, 1966

$ 14621250

$ 7.140.00

§7,14000

$ 153,352.50

$ 153,352.50

PARK FUND — CAPPER CRAMTON ACCOUNTS

$ 115567.76
$ 520000
$ 520000
3§ 120767.76
700.00
$  700.00
$ 120,067.76

47

,$ 104,000.00

$  4131.25
25,000.00

$ 31,131.25
$ 13513125

$ 13513125

3 68161160

$ 2434375
7.70

§ 2435145
$ 705,963.05

$ 218,154.00
2,479.59
2,210.00
2,845.97
1,500.00

$ 227,189.56

$ 47877349

Total

$ 3,444,469.30

$ 3,444,465.30
$ 235,000.00
11,243,356.37
83,238.07
146,274.37
43,412.39
5,005.00

50.58

15.00

$15.200,821.08

$ 5,220,653.72
39,144.91
70,635.00
101,601.45
3,163.48
17,922.80
11,272.96
300,000.00
1,450,00

1,486.69
13,899.30
13,390.50
50,845.50

57.25
131,954.58
900,000.00
171,264.76

$ 7.048,742.90

$ 815207818

$ 201,848.92

§ 1377375
225,000.00

$ 238,773.75
§ 440,622.67

440,622.67

$ 25021250

$ 13271.25
25,000.00

' 38,271.25
$ 288,48375

288,483.75

$ 79717936

$ 29.543.75

7.70
$§ 29,551.45
$ 826,730.81

$ 218,154.00
2,479.59
2,910.00
2,845.97
1,500.00

b 227,889.56

b 598,841.25

Nenlenl



BOND ISSUE DEBT

BALANCE: May 1, 1965

RECEIPTS:
Tax Levy — | cent
Tox Levy — %2 cent
Interest
Total Receipts
Total Avaciloble

DISBURSEMENTS:
Bond Principal—Series “L"
Bond Principal—1954 lssue
—1957 lssue
—1959 lssue
Interest
Total Disbursements

BALANCE—June 30, 1966

SUMMARY

FUNDS:

Administration:
Generol
Zoning Amendment Fee Account

Park:
General
Upper Rock Creek Watershed
Special Accounts
Special Land Acquisition Accounts
Special Construction Accounts
Bond Proceeds Accounts
Reserve For Future Debt Service
Reserve For Self Insurance—Buildings
Copper Cramton Accounts

Bond Issue Debt Service Accounts

Total Funds
Employees’ Toxes Withheld
Employees’ Contributions To Retirement
Employees’ Contributions To Social Security

Totals

ON DEPOSIT AT THE FOLLOWING BANKS:
American National Bank
Bank of Bethesda
Bank of Damascus
Chemical Bank New York Trust Co.
Citizens Bank of Maryland
Clinton Bank
First National Bank of Maryland
First National Bank of Southern Maryland
Maryland National Bank
Metropolitan National Bank
Peoples MNational Eank of Maryland
State National Bank
Suburban Trust Company
Certificates of Deposit:
American Security ond Trust Co.
Chemical Bank New York Trust Co.
Marylond National Bank
Totals
Petty Cash
Total To Be Accounted For

"Recreation”’
$ 161,521.58

1 ==
24.44
6,000.00

$ 602444
$ 167,546.02

$ 20,000.00

2,125.00
$ 22,125.00
$ 145421.02

OF BALANCES — JUNE 30

Montgomery
County

$ 38.356.62

22,057.87
32,000.35

725,500.00
5,256,144.88
282,767.50
153,352.50
120,067.76
145,421.02
$6,775,668.50
24,968.41
4,058.02
5,824.36

$6,810.519.29

$ 105,083.81
69,195.29
10,000.00

128,488.40
32,185.50

93,76275
60,000.00

1,239.56
25,306.48

70,000.00
5,650,000.00
565,000.00
$6,810,261.79
257.50

_36.8 10,519.29

SERVICE ACCOUNTS

(4 ]s

“Flood Control’

$ 201.580.81

$ 137,612.99
7.093.75

$ 144,706.74

$ 346,287.55

% -
10,000.00
20,000.00

5,000.00
29,883.00

$ 64883.00
$ 281,404.55

Prince
George's
County

$  22,660.75
33,000.00

249,327 .51

13,047 .67
374,571.39
1,054,840.58
28,95,933.30
157,855.17
135,131.25
478,773.49
281,404.55
$5,696,545.66
20,504.75
3,518.90
4,345.48

$5,724,914.79

3 —

20,000.00
288,906.11
5,395.07
12,792.03
280,709.08

10,000.00
106,695.00
375,000.00

3,930,000.00
695,000.00

$5,724,497.29

417.50

$5,724,914.79

Total
$ 363,102.39

$ 137,612.99
24.44
13,093.75

$ 150,731.18
$ 513,833.57

$ 20,000.00
10,000.00
20,000.00

5,000.00
32,008.00

$ 87,008.00
§ 426,825.57

Total

$ 61,017.37
33,000.00

271,385.38
32,000.35
13,047.67

1,100,071.39
1,054,840.58
8,152,078.18.

440,622.67

288,483.75

598,841.25

426,825.57

$12,472,214.16
45,473.16
7.576.92
10,169.84

$12,535,434.08

$ 105,083.81
69,195.29
10,000.00
20,000.00

417,394.51
5,395.07
32,185.50
12,792.03
374,471.83
60,000.00
10,000.00
1,239.56
132,001.48

445,000.00
9.580,000.00
1,260,000.00

$12,534,759,08

675.00

$12,535,434.08

We have compiled the above Statement of Cash Receipts and Disbursements for
the Fiscal Year, May 1, 1965 to June 30, 1966, both dates inclusive, from our audit
reports of January 4, 1966 and August 15, 1966.

Approved:

Respectfully submitted,

{f
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#

M A i

i

Certified Public Accountant (D. C

Executive Director

The Mary]aﬁﬂ-Natianal Capital Park and Planning Commission
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