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MEMORANDUM TO Mayor and City Council

David B Humpton City Manager

Frederick J Felton Assistant City Manage

July 5 2007

VIA

FROM

DATE

SUBJECT Division ofthe County s Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan

Montgomery Village President Robert Hydorn recently inquired as to whether the City of
Gaithersburg has taken a position on Montgomery County Planning Board s decision to

divide the Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan I discussed this issue with Nancy Sturgeon
who is the Lead Planner for the projects and obtained copies of the attached letter from
Robert Hydorn dated April 24 2007 and the attached letter from Chairman Royce Hanson
dated May 18 2007

The letters outline the issue in detail but the following is asummary

1 On April 5 2007 the Planning Board accepted staffs recommendation to split the

Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan This decision appears to be within the Planning
Board s purview and does not require County Council action however the Council
could provide input on this issue during their semi annual review of the Planning
Board s work plan

2 A key focus of the Gaithersburg East Plan will be the proposed expansion ofM 83
and the Planning Board believes it should be closely coordinated with the significantly
delayed facility planning process being undertaken by the Montgomery Department of
Public Works and Transportation

3 The Planning Board has determined that the Gaithersburg West Master Plan should be
undertaken first because of potential pending and approved development in the study
area According to Ms Sturgeon this review will focus on the Life Sciences Center
Johns Hopkins Banks Farm NIST and the McGowan Tract In addition this will
focus on issues associated with the Corridor Cities Transitway CCT

It is noteworthy that the Montgomery Village Foundation has not yet taken a position on the
decision to divide the Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan From a planning perspective staff
believes the Planning Board s decision has merit and does not recommend that the Mayor and

City Council ask the County Council to modify the decision Staffbelieves it is particularly
important for the County to move forward with the Gaithersburg Vicinity West Plan due to

issues associated with the CCT Johns Hopkins and the McGowan Tract

I will be seeking guidance on this issue during the June 9 2007 Mayor and City Council

meeting In the meantime please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or wish to

discuss

FJFIms

Attachments
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May 18 2007

Mr Robert Hydom President
Montgomery Village Foundation
Board of Directors
10120 Apple Ridge Road
Montgomery Village Maryland 20886 1000

SUBJECT Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plan

Dear Mr Hydom

I am writing in response to your April 24 2007 letter requesting clarification of the
Planning Board s decision witl1 regard to the Gaithersburg Vicinity Master Plen The
Planning Department Is updating a series of master plans in the 1 270 COrridor
including tl1e completed 2000 Shady Grove Sector Plan covering the area east of 1 270
around the Metro station and the White Flint Twinbrook Gaithersburg and
Gennsntown plans All of thfte plans are being comprehensively coordinated through
the MD 355 1 270 Technology Conidor Project

There are two existing master plans for the Gaithersburg area the 1985 Gaithersburg
Vicinity Master Plan and the 1090 Shady Grove Study Area Master Plan The 1985
Gaithersburg Vicinity Mastsr Plan recommended that the Shady Grove Life Sciences
area be the subject of a more Indepth future study i e a separate master plan
amendment In 1988 work began on the Shady Grove Plan lmd culminated in 1990
wlth the approval of the Shady Grove Study Area Master Plan

When the Planning Department initiated updates to the 1985 and 1990 master plans
the original intent was to combine them into one large area spanning both sides of 1
270 with the City of Gaithersburg whiCh has its own planning and zoning authority in
the center Thie fragmented geography however forced together alllas that have
unrelated and dIstinct land use characteristics that are impacted by different regional
transportation projects and that are at different stages of development The Planning
Department believes that any master plan update for the Montgomery Village area
should be closely coordinated with the M 83 MId County Highway Facility Plan
currently being undertaken by the County s Department of Public WorKs and
TransportatIon As you know that Facility Plan has experienced significant delaY9 At
the same time the areas west of 1 270 are at a point In time where a master plan
update is essential Due to approved and pending development in and around the Life
Sciences Center including the Johns Hopkins University Belward Campus and the
planned Corridor Citisa Traneitway the Planning Department must move forward on a

timely update of the 1990 Shady Grove Study Ares Master Plan

8787 rj Ave Iv r Iring M ryl d O llU I h o 01 195460 F 01495 1310

MCParkandPlanningorg EMailmcp chilrman@lWlCpIKorg
100 kd



JUN 20 2007 13 20 From To 3019485149 P 3 3

Mr Robert Hydom
May 1 a 2007

Page Two

On April 5 2007 as part of a series of updates on master plans staff provided a status
report on the Germantown and Gaithersburg Master Plans during the Planning Board s

Roundtable DiscussionDuring the Roundtable the Planning Board takes up
administrative matters as well as substantive items which may include staff briefings
and works9sslons The Planning Board does not take formal votes on Issues presented
and discussed as part of the Roundtable

At the Roundtable on April 5 the Planning Board and staff discussed the issues outlined
above including the challenges of a large fragmented geography the need to
coordinate the master plan updates with other ongoing studies and the different stages
of projects and development that result in one area that is ready to move forward WIth a
master plan update GaIthersburg west of 1 270 and the other area Montgomery
VIllage Gaithersburg east 1 270 that should be coordinated with the M B3 Study which
has been delayed Ihe Planning Board agreed with staff that the best way for the
Department 10 respond to tnase varied Issues is to maintain th8 two existing master
plans for the area and revise them sequentially sn amendment and update to the 1990
Shady Grove Study Area Master Plan followed by an amendment and update to the
1985 Gaithersburg VIcinity Master Plan The Department will maintain the two existing
planning areas wtth two separate master plan updates and processes And as
mentioned In your letter there wlU likely be some minor adjustments to the geography
In addition at the appropriate time staff will establish a Master Plan Advisory Group for
each master plan uPdate

With regClrd to your letter s reference to the County Councils role in master plans the
Council discusses and sets the M NCPPC work program twice a year fall and spring
8S part of the Commission s Semi Annual Report That report includes 8 master plan
schedule The County Council membero may comment on any KlJpect of the master

plan program they care to Including priorttles timing work years allocated or
bOundaries The Council members comments focus on the timing and delivery of
master plana to the County Council but oCCSQlonally boundaries are discussed as well

We appreciate your interest In the master plan program and hope this letter has
provided the requested clarification We believe that the course of action outlined
herein provides a logical responsive approach to moving forward on the mlilstlllr plan
updates for this area We look forward to ourcontinuing work with Montgomery Village
If you have any additional Questions or comments plesse contact Sue Edwards Team
Leader for the 1 270 Corridor 301495 4518 or Nancy Sturgeon Lead Plaller for the
Gaithersburg Master Plan 301w495 1308

RH n ha 20070493
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Royce He eo
Chairman
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MONTGOMERY VILLAGE FOUNDATION INC
10t2O APPLE RIDGE ROAD

MONTGOMERV VLLAGE MARYLAND 20881 DOO

301 8484110 FAX 30119to7071 nIYfoV

April 24 2007
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Or Royce Hanson Chairman
Montgomery County Planning Board

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring MD 20910

Detr Dr Hanson

I am wtillng on behalf of the Montgomery Village Foundation Board of Dlrectorn to seek

clariflC8tion regarding the Plannin Board s consenSus agreement 10 divide the Gaithersburg
Vicinity Masterplan Into two segments East and West

Following a preentation on April 11th by Park and Planning staff during the Planning
Board s roundtable discussion on the Gaithersburg Vicinity Mastefl lan the Planning Board
seemed to a9 with the rationale provided by IItaff that creating two plans for Gaithersburg Is
a good idea although no formal action was taken We unClerstand th8t in Oftier to

accommodate this goal the two existing plana the 1990 Shady Greve Area Masterplan and

the 1985 Gaithersburg Vicinity Masterplan wiY be retained for now but with some adjustments

We haw been told that the County CQuncil doe not typically comment on maste iln

boundaries and geography but that as part of the Planning Departments semi annual report to
the County COtIncil on its entire work program a schedule of the masterplans is includGd in this

report We understand that during this process Council members aiscuss the timing of

masterplana but they are not required nor do they typically comment on boundaries

The Montgomery Village community ha not yetlaken a positiOn on dividing the

Gaithersburg Vlclnity Masterplan but we would wiah to be able to provide input on such

important a matter

Rebert HydOtn I reelclenl
MVF Board of Di CD

We ask lt1at you please confirm tIlal whatW8 have been told is accurate information
At a community we want to particiP41le in a formal decision as to whether to divide the

Gaithersburg Vieinlty McIaterpllln into two segments East and West

Thank yOu for your help with this matler

o

Sincerely cc Council President Manlyn Praisner
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