
From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Save the Comsat building
Date: Monday, September 15, 2025 11:08:54 AM

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

Dear Chair,
Save the Comsat building which is part of Clarksburg’s history. This building has
qualified for the National Register of Historic Places. Historic preservation is important.

Thanks,
 



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Testimony on Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan, Sep 25, 2025
Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 4:13:29 PM
Attachments:  oral Testimony to Planning Board, Clarkskburg Sector Plan^J Sep2025.docx

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

Please find my attached testimony for the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan hearing, September 25, 2025.
Thank you,
~ 



Good afternoon. My name is . I serve on the Board of Friends of Ten Mile Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir.  
I am in full support of FOTMC’s testimony on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan (CGSP). 

 
The purpose of FOTMC was set out in our bylaws in 2015: “…to serve as guardians of Ten Mile Creek and its  
watershed, preserving and protecting this unique place and to protect the water quality of Little Seneca Reservoir as a  
regional water supply and recreational resource.”   
 
FOTMC – owns 52-acres of property, entirely in a forest conservation easement, on either side of Ten Mile Creek, which is  
a sub-watershed of the Little Seneca Reservoir (LSR). Being landowners and caretakers in this special watershed has  
amplified our mission to protect the health of the streams that flow into Little Seneca Reservoir, the back-up drinking  
water supply for 5 million people in the Washington DC region. 
 
Three 3 major streams drain into the LSR: Little Seneca Creek, which flows through the Clarksburg Sector Plan,  
Is the largest of the 3 drainages; Ten Mile Creek, the 2nd largest and the cleanest stream; and Cabin Branch Creek, whose 
open fields and farmland have been obliterated by a huge housing development, with more housing on the way. The Cabin 
Branch  development has resulted in sediment loads into the creek, nutrient pollution from lawn fertilizers, etc. and a  
silted forebay where the Microcystin toxin has been documented (2020).1 
 
I bring this up because the CGSP will have an impact on Little Seneca Creek, the largest stream that flows into the  
Reservoir.   
The CGSP is located entirely within the Clarksburg SPA: “According to Montgomery County Environmental Guidelines  
(2021), “The County’s goal in special protection areas is to protect and maintain high-quality or sensitive water resources  
and related environmental features in identified geographic areas where proposed land uses threaten those resources and  
a higher level of environmental protection is needed” (p.24). 
 
Based on DEP data, stream water quality has been declining in the Clarksburg SPA since development began in earnest in  
1998. At the time of the 1994 Clarksburg Master Plan, all the streams in the Clarksburg SPA were in Good and Excellent  
condition. In 2020, the streams’ conditions declined to Good and Fair. None was rated Excellent. 
 
Given the ongoing developments in the Little Seneca Reservoir watershed, it’s important to know what impact the  
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan will have on the Little Seneca Reservoir.  
How will this plan do better to improve the stream health, or at least not let it deteriorate further? 

 
The best way to protect and restore the health of the streams and to ensure a clean drinking water supply is to, first  
and foremost, preserve forests, and limit the extent of development and utilize existing roads. 
There are 285 acres of forest occurring within the 969-acre sector plan boundary, nearly all of which are State-designated  
Priority Urban Forests. These are forests that the State considers priorities for retention and protection. This  
designation provides the foundation to choose alternatives that cause the least damage to the environment. But unless  
these forested areas are actually preserved, the purpose of the Priority Urban Forest designation will not be  
achieved. 
 
The Sector Plan can protect these forests by avoiding the construction of new roadways through forests, parks,  
streams, stream valleys, and wetlands and by limiting development – and hence limiting impervious surface area –  
on the 200-acre site of the historic COMSAT building. There are 4 large forest groves on the COMSAT site. These forested  
areas are State-designated Priority Urban Forests. There is sufficient open space on this property such that any  
development plans (roads, houses, etc) can avoid impacting the COMSAT forest groves. Such an approach would be  
in harmony with the Sector Plan’s compact community vision, rather than an outdated regional hub vision. Scaling back  
the extent of development would also contribute to reducing congestion on the roads.  
 
These Earth-friendly environmental actions – protecting forest, limiting the extent of development, and utilizing existing  
roads are critical not just to safeguarding water quality, but also to improving air quality, combatting climate extremes,  
fostering native biodiversity, and protecting human health and the quality of life for all.  

 
Protecting a place is the same as protecting a part of ourselves. 

 
1 A December 14, 2020 Montgomery County Parks Department PowerPoint Presentation, “Algae Blooms and Our Local Lakes,” reported finding 
microcystin toxin in Little Seneca Lake and the Cabin Branch Forebay of Little Seneca Lake in August 2020. 



From: Liebertz, John
To: MCP-Chair
Cc: Ballo, Rebeccah; Butler, Patrick; Zeigler, Donnell; Larson, Clark; Kronenberg, Robert
Subject: Testimony from the Historic Preservation Commission Chair – Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Friday, September 5, 2025 2:08:04 PM
Attachments: HPC Letter to Planning Board Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan.pdf

Good afternoon,

Attached is the testimony from Karen Burditt, Chair of the Historic Preservation
Commission, concerning the proposed designation of the Community of Faith United
Methodist Church & Cemetery and Clarksburg Heights as a Master Plan Historic Site and
District, respectively. This proposed amendment is part of the Clarksburg Gateway
Sector Plan. 

Ms. Burditt signed up to provide her testimony at the public hearing on September 25.  

Regards,

John Liebertz
Cultural Resource Planner III
Montgomery County Planning Department
2425 Reedie Drive, 3rd Floor, Wheaton, MD  20902
john.liebertz@montgomeryplanning.org
p: 301-563-3405



 

 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

 
    Marc Elrich              Karen Burditt 
County Executive                                                                                             Chair 
 
 

           September 5, 2025 
  
Montgomery County Planning Board  
2425 Reedie Drive, 14th Floor  
Wheaton, Maryland 20902 

 
Subject:  Historic Preservation Commission’s Recommendation on the Designation of 

Resources Associated with Rocky Hill as part of the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 
 
Dear Chair Harris and Members of the Planning Board,  
 
On January 8, 2025, the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) held a public hearing and worksession to 
evaluate two resources for listing in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation as part of the Clarksburg Gateway 
Sector Plan: the Community of Faith United Methodist Church & Cemetery as a Master Plan Historic Site, and 
Clarksburg Heights as a Master Plan Historic District. These resources are critical to preserving the legacy of 
Rocky Hill, one of the earliest African American communities in Clarksburg, and improving our understanding of 
its historical and cultural significance. 
 
In accordance with its responsibilities under §24A of the Montgomery County Code, the HPC regularly reviews 
master plan updates that impact historic resources, recommends properties for designation, and highlight sites of 
historic interest. In this role, I am pleased to offer the Commission’s recommendations to the Planning Board  
 
Following a thorough review, the HPC found that the both the proposed Community of Faith United Methodist 
Church & Cemetery Master Plan Site and Clarksburg Heights Master Plan Historic District satisfy the designation 
criteria outlined in §24A-3 of the County Code. The Commission recommends that the Planning Board affirm these 
findings, list the properties in the Locational Atlas & Index of Historic Sites, and advise the County Council to 
designate the resources in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation. 

 
The HPC found that the resources satisfied the following designation criteria: 
 

Community of Faith United Methodist Church & Cemetery: Staff finds that the Community of Faith 
United Methodist Church & Cemetery satisfies three designation criteria, two for historical and cultural 
significance (1.A and 1.D) and one for architectural and design significance (2.E), as listed in §24A-3 of 
the Montgomery County Code. 
 
1.A  The historic resource has character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural 
characteristics of the county, state or nation.   
 
The Community of Faith United Methodist Church and Cemetery represents an early twentieth century, 
gothic revival church attended by the residents of Rocky Hill—the earliest African American community in 
Clarksburg—and the surrounding region. The church reflects the development pattern associated with the 
formation of the Rocky Hill community and the lives of African Americans during an era of segregation in 



 
 

Historic Preservation Commission • 2425 Reedie Drive, 3rd Floor • Wheaton, Maryland 20902 • 301/563-3400 

Montgomery County. Churches and schools provided parishioners the opportunity for education, social 
engagement, and leadership opportunities. Influential members of the Rocky Hill and Clarksburg 
community including the Davis, Foreman, Mason, Snowden, and Wims families are all buried at the church 
cemetery.  
 
1.D  The historic resource exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historical heritage of the 
county and its communities.  
 
The Community of Faith United Methodist Church serves as a visible reminder of segregated life and the 
resilience, achievements, and contributions of African Americans residents in the early twentieth century. 
After the original wood-frame church burned in 1924, the congregation pressed forward with the 
construction of an imposing Gothic Revival-styled brick church. The church trustees hired Charles W. 
Spurgeon Graves and Charles Green, highly skilled African American builders from Washington, D.C., to 
construct the building for $7,500 in 1925. These actions by the congregants— who worshiped more than 30 
miles away from the nation’s capital in a rural section of the county—reflect the prosperity of the church 
and its function as a religious, educational, and social center for the African American community. As 
noted in Black Historical Resources in Upper Western Montgomery County, Maryland (1979), Community 
of Faith United Methodist Church was one of the largest and most architecturally notable African American 
churches.  
 
2.E  The historic resource represents an established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood, 
community or county due to its singular characteristic or landscape.  
 
The Community of Faith United Methodist Church and Cemetery is the last public site associated with the 
Rocky Hill community in Clarksburg. The church and cemetery serve as a tangible link to the African 
American community’s past, providing a sense of continuity, orientation, and place as a former center of 
religious, social, and educational activities. The imposing front-gable brick church with an integrated tower 
has stood in its original location along Frederick Road for nearly a century.   
 
The Rocky Hill community, however, lost its other community landmark along with other significant 
resources. In the 1960s, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning demolished the Rocky Hill 
Elementary School, a two-room segregated Black elementary school. Additionally, many homes of early 
Rocky Hill and Clarksburg community members identified in previous architectural surveys, such as the 
Lloyd and Sarah Gibbs House, Arthur and Ella Mae Gibson House, William and Mary Hackey House, 
Clifton and Rachel Snowden House, Benjamin F. and Elizabeth Wims House, and John Henry and Emma 
M. Wims House, have been demolished. Most of these individuals were buried in the church cemetery, and 
there are no limited sites that that reflect their contributions to the development of Rocky Hill or Clarksburg 
in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation. Therefore, the church remains as an essential feature of the 
built environment and its preservation would retain the legacy of the community. 
 
Clarksburg Heights: Clarksburg Heights satisfies three designation criteria for historical and cultural 
significance (1.A, 1.C, and 1.D) as listed in §24A-3 of the Montgomery County Code.  

 
1.A  The historic resource has character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural 
characteristics of the county, state or nation.   
 
Clarksburg Heights is a unique example of a mid-twentieth century subdivision in Clarksburg, planned, 
built, and owned by African Americans. In Montgomery County, African Americans faced widespread and 
pervasive discrimination by land developers, property owners, and the government who used or supported 
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de jure or de facto segregation to limit housing opportunities. Between 1890 and 1960, the Black 
population in Montgomery County stagnated and occasionally declined, while the white population 
experienced exponential growth.  In particular, African American educators struggled to acquire housing in 
the county. The NAACP estimated that ninety percent of African American teachers commuted to 
Montgomery County from Washington, D.C. because of discriminatory housing practices.  In 1963, F. 
Wilson Wims, an African American builder, and Sarah L. Wims, sought to address the housing crisis with 
the construction of Clarksburg Heights, a small subdivision of modern, middle-class housing in the Rocky 
Hill community of Clarksburg. African American purchasers included at least three Montgomery County 
Public School teachers including Mary E. Johnson, Katie R. Harper, and Edith J. Gregg. Clarksburg 
Heights represents the efforts of the African American community to expand housing options prior to the 
passage of Montgomery County’s Fair Housing Ordinance (1967) and Fair Housing Law (1968) and the 
Federal government’s Fair Housing Provisions of the United States Civil Right Act (1968).  

 
1.C  The historic resource is identified with a person or group of persons who influenced society.  
 
Clarksburg Heights is significant for its strong association with F. Wilson and Sarah L. Wims, leaders of 
the Clarksburg community, who subdivided, planned, and built this middle-class subdivision. The Wims 
supported African Americans who wanted to move to the suburbs, but faced intense discrimination. 
Montgomery County has recognized Wilson Wims for his dedication to the advancement of the African 
American community, his actions to create an inclusive community through youth athletics, and his 
participation in civic organizations. In 2006, the Montgomery County Office of Human Rights inducted 
Wims into the Human Rights Hall of Fame. The following year, Clarksburg High School named their new 
baseball field “Wims Field” in his honor. In 2014, Montgomery County Public Schools named the new 
elementary school in Clarksburg “Wilson Wims Elementary” at the behest of the greater community.   
 
The significance of Clarksburg Heights is enhanced by its association with its first and long-standing 
owners who influenced local affairs. This report highlights the contributions of Mary E. Johnson, Katie R. 
Harper, and Edith J. Gregg, three African American women who taught at both segregated and integrated 
Montgomery County public schools, and James R. Gregg who challenged discriminatory practices at 
country clubs and worked to improve conditions for African American residents.   
 
There are no historic sites or districts listed in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation that reflects the 
contributions of these individuals to Clarksburg or Montgomery County. 
 
1.D  The historic resource exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historical   heritage of the 
county and its communities.  
 
Clarksburg Heights serves as a poignant reminder of segregated life and the resilience, achievements, and 
contributions of African Americans residents in mid-twentieth century Montgomery County. F. Wilson and 
Sarah L. Wims had the knowledge, skills, and determination to counter rampant discriminatory housing 
practices and provide much-needed middle-class housing for African Americans. Clarksburg Heights 
represents the productive life of the African American community in Clarksburg. The Wims, Johnson, 
Harper, and Gregg families all tirelessly worked to improve conditions for African Americans who lived in 
Montgomery County. 
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The HPC looks forward to working with you as the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan progresses and is available for 
any questions during the public hearing and worksessions.  

      
         
        Sincerely,  

  
 

 
Karen Burditt, Chair 
Historic Preservation Commission 
 
 

Cc: Members, Historic Preservation Commission 



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Testimony on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Monday, September 8, 2025 3:50:10 PM

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

Dear Chair Harris,

My name is , and I am a resident of Clarksburg living in the Clarksburg Square
area. I appreciate the opportunity to provide testimony on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector
Plan Update. While I support thoughtful growth for our community, I have serious concerns
about the proposed zoning and housing changes and their potential impacts.

First, shifting large areas from employment-focused zoning to commercial-residential
(CR/CRT) raises questions about balance. Clarksburg already struggles with traffic
congestion, limited infrastructure, and overcrowded schools. Allowing higher-density
residential development without guaranteed transportation and school capacity
improvements could worsen these problems and reduce quality of life for current residents.

Second, while I support the goal of affordable housing, the plan’s blanket requirement for
15% MPDUs and incentives for larger family units could lead to significantly denser projects
than our infrastructure can handle. These changes may also affect property values in
existing communities, especially townhome neighborhoods like mine, by introducing large-
scale developments that alter the character of our area.

Third, redevelopment of the COMSAT site as a mixed-use activity center deserves careful
scrutiny. If the zoning changes create unchecked residential growth, we risk creating another
overbuilt corridor without the transit, road capacity, or green space protections needed to
support it.

I urge the Planning Board to:

Tie any new residential zoning to firm commitments for infrastructure, including road
upgrades, public transit expansion, and school capacity.

Limit the scale of high-density housing near established neighborhoods to prevent
incompatibility and property devaluation.

Ensure that environmental protections and open space preservation are not
compromised by zoning flexibility.



Clarksburg deserves growth that enhances our community, not one that overwhelms it. I
respectfully ask you to revisit the zoning and housing recommendations to ensure they truly
reflect the long-term sustainability and livability of our community.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Meeting on September 25, 2025
Date: Sunday, September 14, 2025 8:50:58 PM
Attachments: COMSAT Labs Historical Significance.docx

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

Dear Planning Board Members and Chair Harris:

I worked for 25 years at the COMSAT Labs in Clarksburg.  As a
current resident of Montgomery County, I am asking you to preserve the
COMSAT building which has so much history associated with the
development of satellite communications.  

Already my coworkers from COMSAT have documented the historic
significance of this building.   Maury Mechanick, the President of the
COMSAT Alumni and Retirees Association, recently submitted to you the
document attached below.

What I am asking you to do is to develop a plan that will extend the life of
the building for another 25 or 50 years by doing the following:

- Set aside a part of the building as a museum of satellite communications
and a teaching facility that will encourage high school students to explore
the latest trends in satellite communications.
- Set aside a part of the building as a research laboratory, perhaps for
biomedical research.
- Set aside a part of the facility for recreational purposes.
- Set aside a part of the building for retail purposes.

The current owners of the land and the building deserve a chance to develop
the extensive land around the building, but you have an obligation to set
aside the building itself for preservation and reuse.  I would like to see some
of my yearly County property tax and income tax payments used for this
purpose.

Please enter my comments into the public records for the Clarksburg
Gateway Sector Plan Meeting on September 25, 2025.  



Please let me know what your final decision will be with regard to the
preservation of the COMSAT building.
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Perspectives on the Historical Significance of the Research and Development in Satellite 
Telecommunications Undertaken at COMSAT Laboratories 

 
 

Submitted by Maury J. Mechanick, President, on behalf of the COMSAT Alumni and 
Retirees Association (COMARA) 

 
September 2024 

 
Executive Summary 
 

COMSAT Laboratories is where the foundation of modern satellite technology was 
invented and developed. Virtually all the communications satellites we rely on today can trace 
their technology back to COMSAT Laboratories. The idea behind the creation of COMSAT 
Laboratories can trace its roots to the speech given in 1961 by President Kennedy committing the 
United States, among other things, to put a man on the moon by the end of this decade, and 
represents the embodiment of President Kennedy’s commitment to bring the benefits of satellite 
telecommunications technology to all countries of the world, and thereby promote greater world 
peace and understanding.  Over the years, hundreds of engineers from around the world learned 
about satellite technology at COMSAT Laboratories, which they were then able to share this 
knowledge with their home countries.  In recognition of the groundbreaking work done there, 
COMSAT Laboratories received several awards, including two Emmys and the NASA/US Space 
Foundation Space Technology Hall of Fame Award.  As of 1999, COMSAT Laboratories had a 
patent portfolio covering numerous aspects of satellite communications technology, including 
approximately100 active patents, with another 70 in the filing process. 

 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
 

 
To fully appreciate the historical significance of COMSAT Laboratories, it is first 

necessary to step back in time to the early 1960s and the global geopolitical/ideological battle 
being waged between the United States and the Soviet Union, each attempting to win over the 
hearts and minds of the rest of the world, albeit accompanied by radically different visions of the 
desired world order that would come from those efforts.  One of the most consequential 
battlegrounds involved outer space, including both the race to the moon and the development of 
space-based technologies intended to significantly improve the ability of the world to 
communicate and interact with one another.  
 

On May 25, 1961, President Kennedy, in his historic speech on “Urgent National Needs,” 
shared his vision on the United States’ future in space with the U.S. Congress.  That speech was 
most famous for his oft-quoted declaration expressing his belief “that this nation should commit 
itself to achieving the goal, before this decade is out, of landing a man on the moon and returning 
him safely to the earth.” This commitment was critical to winning “the battle that is now going 
on around the world between freedom and tyranny . . . [and] the impact of this adventure on the 
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minds of men everywhere, who are attempting to make a determination of which road they 
should take.”  Less well remembered, but equally important, President Kennedy in the same 
speech also called for the creation of an international communications satellite system, 
committing “an additional 50 million dollars [to] make the most of our present leadership, by 
accelerating the use of space satellites for world-wide communications.”  These commitments in 
the space race were crucial components of the ongoing competition between the United States 
and the Soviet Union as to which would prevail in their global geopolitical/ideological struggle, 
undertaken at a time when it appeared that the Soviet Union was clearly well ahead in space 
technology. 
  

To spearhead this effort, the U.S. Congress boldly enacted the Communications Satellite 
Act of 1962, with represented an audacious but ultimately exceptionally forward looking 
approach for bringing the benefits of satellite technology to the world.  Through this legislation, 
the foundation was laid for the creation of a private company, the Communications Satellite 
Corporation (COMSAT), to serve as the United States’ “chosen instrument” for sharing the 
benefits of satellite technology with the rest of the world.  This ultimately involved two distinct 
prongs.  The first prong involved the creation of the political and commercial apparatus needed 
to operate a global satellite network, which led to the creation of an international organization 
that later became INTELSAT (International Telecommunications Satellite Organization), with 
the mission of bringing affordable satellite telecommunications service to all countries of the 
world.  The second prong addressed the means required to develop the necessary technologies 
that made satellite services possible and then to share them with the rest of the world.  It was that 
prong that led to the creation of COMSAT Laboratories, as the chosen instrument to serve as the 
primary research engine for development of satellite technology throughout the formative days 
of the satellite industry.  Needing a permanent location from which COMSAT Laboratories 
would operate, COMSAT announced on November 1, 1966, that it had purchased 210 acres of 
land outside of Clarksburg, Maryland.  Less than three years later, its doors opened for business 
on September 8, 1969. 

 
While the original idea for utilizing the geosynchronous orbit for communications 

purposes was put forward by the renowned scientist and science-fiction writer Arthur C. Clarke 
in an article he authored appearing in the October 1945 issue of Wireless World, the reality of the 
potential of this technology to revolutionize the way in which the world communicated did not 
come to fruition until nearly two decades later.   

 
Ensuring the ability to provide reliable and cost-efficient telecommunications services 

utilizing satellites operating 22,300 miles above the earth’s surface presented COMSAT 
Laboratories with a myriad of technical and engineering challenges that were not present in the 
case of other modes of communications and thus unlike any that had been undertaken before.  
The hurdles began with addressing the unique characteristics of radio signal transmission and 
propagation overly extremely long distances (in this case 22,300 miles up to the satellite and then 
back to earth), including minimizing the effects of interference, echo, and transmission delay.  
Then there was the need to design a device (satellite) that could operate 22,300 miles in space 
with no credible way to effectuate in-orbit repairs in the event of any system failure or in-orbit 
mishap, so measures to ensure the long-term sustainability of a satellite containing sophisticated 
electronics in orbit were essential, including state of the art electronic systems and sufficient 
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built in redundancy to address potential system failures in orbit.  There was also the matter of 
assuring the availability of on-board power to maintain the functioning of the satellite and to 
maintain its proper location in orbit over a multi-year time period, which among other things 
required the development of extended lifetime batteries and the ability to effectively harness 
solar power through sophisticated solar cell technology.  There were concerns as to durability, 
both for the sensitive electronic components to survive the pressures of launch and then to 
operate in an environment completely different than being on earth – that of outer space.  Each 
satellite in orbit had to be capable of surviving passage through two harsh environments:  the 
tremendous mechanical stresses of launch and the vacuum of space with its accompanying 
radiation. An equally daunting separate set of issues then arose in connection with the ground 
infrastructure needed to communicate with satellites in space, as well as the ground control 
facilities to maintain the satellite’s healthy operation.  Finally, to allow this revolutionary 
technical advance to be shared with the entire world, the economics had to be such, both in space 
and on the ground, that the services provided were as economical and low cost as possible.    
 

To meet these challenges, so as to meet the commitments embodied both in President 
Kennedy’s May 1961 address, and the subsequent resolution adopted by the United Nations 
General Assembly on December 21, 1961 (Resolution 1721 (XVI)), calling for the availability of  
“communication by means of satellites . . . to the nations of the world as soon as practicable on a 
global and non-discriminatory basis,” it was necessary to bring together the leading experts in a 
variety of fields necessary to fully develop the potential for satellite technology, and to provide 
them with state-of-the art laboratory facilities to allow them to conduct their research.  By the 
early 1970s, COMSAT Laboratories had assembled in Clarksburg a professional staff of over 
400 individuals committed to tacking the challenges posed by space based telecommunications. 

 
To successfully discharge its multi-faceted mission, COMSAT Laboratories was 

equipped with a number of large chambers to test whole satellites, as well as smaller chambers to 
test systems and specific components, such as antennas and attitude control systems.  The 
internal organizational structure (subject to some refinement over time) was built upon the 
expertise and work of six distinct divisions or programs:  Communications Techniques Division; 
Network Technology Division; Microwave Technology Division; Microelectronics Division; 
Spacecraft Technology Division; and System Development Division.  Additionally, a separate 
unit was formed in the 1980s to spearhead COMSAT’s participation in NASA’s Advanced 
Communications Satellite Technology (ACTS) Program, for which COMSAT designed and 
implemented the ground segment and control station for the ACTS Satellite.  Not only was 
significant research conducted at COMSAT Laboratories throughout its operational existence, 
but through a very generous and creative internship program, engineers and scientists from 
around the world were able to come to COMSAT Laboratories and to learn firsthand the basic 
technologies involved, which they were then able to share back in their home countries. This 
internship program was part of the larger effort to share the benefits of satellite technology with 
the entire world. 
 

Since its creation, COMSAT Laboratories engineers and scientists tirelessly worked to 
improve the efficiency and quality of satellite communications in numerous ways, including the 
following key developments:  
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• To address the distortive impacts on voice communications transmitted via satellite, 
COMSAT Laboratories, through the application of adaptive digital techniques, developed 
an echo canceller that virtually eliminated echo.   

 
• To improve the efficiency and reduce the cost of satellite transmission without impairing 

transmission quality, COMSAT Laboratories developed specialized filters that enabled 
transmit of multiple separate signals (carriers) with well-defined bandwidths through a 
transponder, achieving significant reductions in size and mass without sacrificing quality.  

 
• COMSAT Laboratories developed SPADE (short for “Single channel-per-carrier Pulse 

Code modulation multiple Access Demand Assignment Equipment”), the world’s first 
international digital voice communications service specifically addressed to facilitating 
efficient transmission of smaller bit streams, thereby allowing for more economical use 
by developing countries. 

 
• COMSAT Laboratories spearheaded development of the world’s first commercially 

viable flat plate antenna for direct broadcast satellite TV reception. 
 

• To significantly improve the throughput of communications links via satellite, COMSAT 
Laboratories helped develop an entirely new transmission technique, focusing on the 
allocation of satellite capacity as a function of time rather than by frequency.  This 
technique, which came to be known as TDMA (Time Division Multiple Access) 
revolutionized the efficient operation of satellite transmissions and is a hallmark of the 
satellite industry today. 

 
• To significantly improve battery performance, COMSAT Laboratories led the way in the 

development of the nickel hydrogen oxide battery. 
 

• COMSAT Laboratories conducted extensive research on the transmission and reception 
of communications signals over satellites using very small antennas, different frequencies 
and mobile earth stations.  These experiments led to field trials that paved the way for 
providing mobile maritime communications services via satellite, which today serves as 
the foundation for mobility services provided over air, ground and sea, including satellite 
news gathering activities.   

 
• More recently, in the 1990s, COMSAT Laboratories was recognized for its role in the 

development of monolithic microwave integrated circuits (MMICs), which are important 
for their ability to integrate multiple essential functions in a single chip.  These efforts, 
providing for enhanced reliability, miniaturization, weight reduction and cost efficiency 
in circuit design, resulted in significant cost saving for large scale MMIC production.  

 
• Through much of the 1980s and 1990s, COMSAT Laboratories was a key participant in 

the Advanced Communications Technology Satellite (ACTS) Program, a program 
spearheaded by NASA to develop an experimental satellite that played a central role in 
the development and flight-testing of technologies today being used on the latest 
generation of commercial communications satellites. The ACTS Satellite, as the first all-
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digital communications satellite, supported standard fiber-optic data rates, operated in 
both the Ku- and Ka-frequency bands, and pioneered dynamic hopping spot beams and 
advanced onboard traffic switching and processing.  

 
Given that a critical aspect of COMSAT Laboratories mission was to share the technical 

knowledge and the understanding of communications satellites developed with the rest of the 
world, in addition to the internship program previously mentioned, COMSAT Laboratories 
originated the first journal devoted exclusively to satellite communications technology and 
systems.  Since the first issue appeared, the COMSAT Technical Review (CTR) published over 
400 papers and notes initiated by members of COMSAT’s professional staff and collaborators, 
confirming COMSAT’s reputation for R&D excellence.  By the early 1990s, the CTR was a key 
resource for scientists and engineers in mores that 70 countries, presenting state-of-the art 
advances, trends, and applications of communications technology in support of an expanding 
market for communications services in the global community. 
 

COMSAT Laboratories also prioritized good citizenship in support of its home state of 
Maryland.   COMSAT Laboratories hosted the 4-H Adventures in Science Program, which 
matches volunteer scientists and professionals with children ages 8 to 15 and their parents for 
extracurricular, hands-on participation in science and technology projects.  And through the 
Maryland Industrialist Partnerships (MIPS) program, COMSAT Laboratories carried out joint 
research programs with University of Maryland researchers, fostering the commercialization of 
technology and economic progress in the state of Maryland.   
 

In recognition of its efforts in support of satellite news gathering, COMSAT received an 
Emmy issued by the National Academy of Arts & Sciences in 1993 for its outstanding 
achievement in the sciences of television technology for miniature, lightweight, rapid 
deployment earth terminals for satellite newsgathering.  Newsgathering via satellite had become 
an indispensable element in the virtually instantaneous reporting then and now demanded by the 
global community.  This technology played a crucial role in bringing the people of the world 
face to face with the human side of major events and rapidly unfolding political crises 
worldwide.  COMSAT had previously (1974) been the recipient of the International Directorate 
Emmy Award, issued by the International Academy of Arts & Sciences, honoring individuals or 
organizations for their outstanding contributions to international television. 

 
 

In 1997, COMSAT Laboratories was one of the recipients of the 1997 NASA/US Space 
Foundation Space Technology Hall of Fame Award, in recognition of COMSAT Laboratories 
significant contributions to the success of the Advanced Communications Technology Satellite 
(ACTS) Program. 
 

As of 1999, COMSAT Laboratories had a patent portfolio covering numerous aspects of 
satellite communications technology.  The portfolio includes approximately100 active patents, 
with another 70 in the filing process. 

 
The research and developmental work that was performed at COMSAT Laboratories 

served as the backbone for all aspects of satellite technology as it has evolved.  Moreover, that 
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work led to developments in related fields that today are utilized in a multitude of important 
ways, including the development of the solar power industry and advancements in extended 
battery lifetimes, which can sustain a broad range of commercial activities, such as the cost-
effective development of electronic vehicles.  Nor is it a stretch to say that the seminal research 
conducted at COMSAT Laboratories regarding the transition from analogue to digital 
transmission of radio signals lies at the foundational core of today’s internet.  All told, the many 
contributions made by COMSAT Laboratories represented an essential element of the United 
States’ ability to honor its commitment to share with the rest of world the benefits of satellite 
telecommunications, so as to promote greater world peace and understanding. 

 
 

 
 



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Re: Automatic reply: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Meeting on September 25, 2025
Date: Sunday, September 14, 2025 9:21:38 PM

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

My mailing address is 

 North Potomac, MD 20878

Please add this information to the email that I sent to you earlier today.

On Sun, Sep 14, 2025 at 8:51 PM MCP-Chair <mcp-chair@mncppc-mc.org> wrote:

Thank you for contacting the Planning Board Chair’s Office. This confirms receipt of your message
for distribution to appropriate staff to review. If you have submitted an inquiry, we will respond in
a timely manner. You may also leave a voice message at (301) 495-4605 and a staff member will
return your call.
 
IMPORTANT: If you have submitted written testimony for a Planning Board item, please be sure to
include your mailing address to satisfy proper noticing requirements. If this was not already
included, please reply to this email with that information. Written testimony submitted before the
deadline of 12pm, two business days before the scheduled Planning Board meeting, will be
distributed to the Board and staff and included in the public record. Written testimony received
after the deadline will only be distributed to staff to review.
 
For more information about the Chair’s Office, please visit:
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Save the Comsat building
Date: Monday, September 15, 2025 11:08:54 AM

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

Dear Chair,
Save the Comsat building which is part of Clarksburg’s history. This building has qualified for the National
Register of Historic Places. Historic preservation is important.

Thanks,
 





current resident of Montgomery County, I am asking you to
preserve the COMSAT building which has so much history
associated with the development of satellite communications.  

Already my coworkers from COMSAT have documented the
historic significance of this building.   Maury Mechanick, the
President of the COMSAT Alumni and Retirees Association,
recently submitted to you the document attached below.

What I am asking you to do is to develop a plan that will extend
the life of the building for another 25 or 50 years by doing the
following:

- Set aside a part of the building as a museum of satellite
communications and a teaching facility that will encourage high
school students to explore the latest trends in satellite
communications.
- Set aside a part of the building as a research laboratory, perhaps
for biomedical research.
- Set aside a part of the facility for recreational purposes.
- Set aside a part of the building for retail purposes.

The current owners of the land and the building deserve a chance
to develop the extensive land around the building, but you have an
obligation to set aside the building itself for preservation and
reuse.  I would like to see some of my yearly County property tax
and income tax payments used for this purpose.

Please enter my comments into the public records for the
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Meeting on September 25, 2025.  

Please let me know what your final decision will be with regard to
the preservation of the COMSAT building.













Options

• 4-way stop?
• Remove the mound and add a 3rd westbound, dedicated right turn lane?
• Traffic light?
• Other?



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Cc:
Subject: Written Testimony: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:24:29 AM

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

Statement on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan

Hello,

As a homeowner and resident of Clarksburg, I want to highlight a critical opportunity within
the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan. My family and I look forward to building our future
here, but the lack of key amenities limits the quality of life and economic vitality of our
community.

Currently, dining and grocery options in Clarksburg are very limited. Restaurants are largely
chains, with few artisanal or high-end establishments, and we have no access to specialty
grocers such as Whole Foods, MOM’s Organic Market, or Trader Joe’s. This forces residents
to travel to Germantown, Gaithersburg, Rockville, or Bethesda—taking both revenue and jobs
outside of Clarksburg.

Adding to this challenge, the amount of commercial space in Clarksburg that could house
dining, specialty grocery, and entertainment is already extremely limited. This hurdle can only
be overcome with a sizable development plan like the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan.
Therefore, it is essential to prioritize the creation of spaces specifically designed for these
types of establishments so that residents can benefit both recreationally and economically.

The absence of these amenities has real consequences:

Quality of Life – Residents should not need to leave Clarksburg for quality dining and
shopping. Having these amenities locally would make daily life more convenient and
enjoyable.

Economic Growth – Without these businesses, we lose revenue and employment
opportunities to neighboring communities, despite having the population and income to
sustain them here.

Community Identity – Attracting high-quality restaurants and specialty grocers would
help establish Clarksburg as a destination community, not just a residential area.

The Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan may be one of the only opportunities to address this
imbalance. By prioritizing the inclusion of high-quality restaurants, specialty grocers, and
entertainment venues, the county can significantly improve residents’ quality of life while
strengthening the local economy for years to come.

This is not simply a matter of convenience—it is an investment in Clarksburg’s identity,
sustainability, and long-term growth. As a homeowner raising a family here, I hope to see





 
 

September 18, 2024  
 
Jason Sartori, Planning Director    
Montgomery County Planning Department  
2425 Reedie Drive, Floor 14  
Wheaton, MD 20902  
  
Re: Public Hearing Draft Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan   

Amendment to Thrive 2050 
  
Dear Director Sartori:  
 
The Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) received the above referenced public hearing 
Draft Plan as part of the distribution in an email dated August 28, 2025, from Clark Larson (on 
your behalf) to Secretary Rebecca L. Flora. MDP recognizes the significant and thoughtful effort 
that Montgomery County Planning Department, the Montgomery County Planning Board, and 
stakeholders applied to the development of the Draft Plan. We understand that a public 
hearing is scheduled for September 25, 2025. 
 
MDP sent this Draft Plan to the Maryland Department of Transportation.  Attached is their 
analysis as well as our check list of the elements required under the Land Use Article for your 
use as a self assessment integrated into our analysis of the Draft Plan.  
 
Sincerely,  

  
Joe Griffiths, AICP 
Director, Planning Best Practices 
  
cc: Marin Hill, Montgomery County Planning Department    

Clark Larson, Montgomery County Planning Department   
Susan Llareus, Planning Supervisor, Maryland Department of Planning  
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Maryland Department of Planning 
Public Hearing Draft Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan  

Amendment to Thrive Montgomery County 2050  
September 2025 

 
The Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) offers the following as suggestions to improve the Draft 
Plan and better address the statutory requirements of the Land Use Article. The Maryland Department 
of Transportation, as noted below, has contributed comments.  
 
2025 Legislation Impacting Local Planning 
MDP identified the following bills, adopted by the General Assembly during the 2025 session, that 
may impact local planning, implementation, and reporting. MDP cannot determine at this time how they 
may impact your jurisdiction. In partnership with other state agencies, MDP is analyzing the bills and will 
be developing guidance. Other bills have been noted in reference to the required elements of the plan 
 
Local Land Use Reporting 

• HB 1193 - Maryland Housing Data Transparency Act 
Energy 

• SB 931/HB 1036 - Renewable Energy Certainty Act 
Natural Resources and Comp Plans, effective July 1, 2025 

Housing 
• HB 1466/SB 891 Accessory Dwelling Units - Requirements and Prohibitions, effective October 
1, 2025 

 
Plan Analysis  
 
MDP commends Montomgery County Department of Planning for effectively incorporating the new 
Sustainable Growth Planning Principles, adopted by the General Assembly with 2025’s HB 286, signed by 
Governor Moore into law on April 8, 2026, and effective October 1, 2025. The Draft Plan addresses the 8 
Planning Principles. MDP intends to share this draft as an example with other jurisdictions desiring to 
similarly address these new planning principles.  
 
Maryland’s Land Use Article Sections 1-406(a) and (b) require the inclusion of certain elements within 
the general plan. The following checklist provides for each required plan elements for a Charter County 
and the Maryland Code reference. This check list is intended to help the county determine consistency 
with the Land Use Article.  
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Checklist of Maryland Code (Land Use Article)-Charter County  
Division I, Title 1, Subtitle 4 Required Elements 

Division II, Section 21-104(a) Required elements. 
 
State Comprehensive Plan 
Requirements 
 

MD Code Reference and  
Additional MD Code Reference 

 

(1) The planning commission for 
a charter county shall include in 
the comprehensive or general 
plan the visions under § 1-201 
of this title and the following 
elements:  

L.U. § 1-406 (a) 
 

 

(i) a development regulations 
element 

L.U. § 1-406 (a) (1) (i) 
L.U. § 1-407 -- Development 
Regulations Element 

 

(ii) a housing element L.U. § 1-406 (a) (1) (ii) 
L.U. § 1-407.1 -- Housing 
Element 

 

(iii) a sensitive areas element L.U. § 1-406 (a) (1) (iii) 
L.U. § 1-408 -- Sensitive Areas 
Element 

 

(iv) a transportation element L.U. § 1-406 (a) (1) (iv) 
L.U. § 1-409 -- Transportation 
Element 
 

 

(v) a water resources element L.U. § 1-406 (a) (1) (v) 
L.U. § 1-410 -- Water Resources 
Element 

 

(2) a mineral resources 
element, IF current geological 
information is available 

L.U. § 1-406 (a) (2) 
L.U. § 1-411 -- Mineral 
Resources Element 

 

(b) A comprehensive plan for a 
charter county MAY include a 
priority preservation area (PPA) 
element 

L.U. § 1-406 (b) 
For PPA Requirements, see § 2-
518 of the Agriculture Article 

 

(4) Visions -- A county SHALL 
through the comprehensive 
plan implement the 12 planning 
visions established in L.U. § 1-
201* 

L.U. § 1-414 
L.U. § 1-201 -- Visions 

 

(5) Growth Tiers -- If a county 
has adopted growth tiers in 
accordance with L.U. § 1-502, 
the growth tiers must be 
incorporated into the county's 
comprehensive plan 

L.U. § 1-509  



 

3 
 

*SB266, Local Comprehensive Planning and State Economic Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Policy - 
Planning Principles passed with an effective date of October 1st, 2025. This bill overhauls the State’s Economic 
Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Policy (Policy) by consolidating the Policy’s 12 Visions into 8 Planning 
Principles that will guide and inform state and local planning practices. The new Planning Principles are Land, 
Transportation, Housing, Economy, Equity, Resilience, Place, and Ecology, and collectivity they are intended to 
foster a high quality of life for all residents by creating sustainable communities and protecting the environment. 
As noted above, MDP is please to see that this Draft Plan includes a discussion of the new 8 Planning Principles.  
 
Conformance with Section 3-102 of the Land Use Article 

The following analyzes how the Draft Plan meets the requirements of municipal comprehensive plan 
elements, in accordance with the Land Use Article.  
 
1. Development Regulations Element – Synopsis 
 
The element is required to include the planning commission’s recommendations for land development 
regulations to implement the plan. Regulations are required to be flexible to promote innovative and 
cost saving site design, protect the environment and identify areas of growth. The areas identified for 
growth are required to encourage flexible regulations, which should further promote economic 
development using innovative techniques, streamlining the review of applications, including permit 
review and subdivision processing.  
 
Plan Analysis 

 
HB538, Housing Expansion and Affordability Act passed in 2024 with an effective date of January 1, 
2025. The Maryland Department of Housing and Community Development drafted Frequently Asked 
Questions to help local governments understand and implement the Act. This state mandate may 
override local zoning density for multifamily, and unit types where single-family detached dwellings are 
permitted, in certain circumstances and only for qualified projects.   
 
Housing Element - Synopsis 
 
The housing element is required to address the need for housing within the jurisdiction that is 
affordable to low-income and workforce households. The housing element is also required to assess fair 
housing and ensure that a jurisdiction is affirmatively furthering fair housing through its housing and 
urban development programs. 
 
Plan Analysis 
 
MDP reminds Montgomery County about HB 1466’s requirement that all jurisdictions adopt a local law 
meeting accessory dwelling unit provisions by October 1, 2026. MDP is aware of the county’s ADU 
legislation but has not analyzed the current local ADU legislation to determine if it is consistent with HB 
1466. MDP suggests that the planning department complete such an analysis. 

Sensitive Areas Element – Synopsis 
 
The sensitive areas element is required to include the goals, objectives, principles, policies, and 
standards designed to protect sensitive areas from the adverse effects of development (more recently 
referred to as climate change impacts). The Land Use Article also assigns sensitive areas element data 
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provision and review responsibilities to the Maryland Departments of the Environment (MDE) and 
Natural Resources (DNR).  
 
Plan Analysis 

 
MDP notes that there may be an opportunity to address this new legislation: HB 731 - Wildlife - 
Protections and Highway Crossings, effective July 1, 2025. 
 
Transportation Element - Synopsis 
 
The transportation element is required to reasonably project into the future the most appropriate and 
desirable location, character, and extent of transportation facilities to move individuals and goods, 
provide for bicycle and pedestrian access and travelways, and estimate the use of proposed 
improvements. 
 
Plan Analysis 
MDP is pleased to note that Montgomery County plans to create “a more complete, connected, and 
sustainable” community (page 19) for the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Area. The Draft Plan supports 
a complete, connected, and sustainable land use pattern, prioritizing “higher-capacity transit services 
over single-occupancy vehicle infrastructure” (page 34) and including a planned Complete Streets 
network, which will promote alternative transportation, e.g., taking transit, walking, biking, and rolling, 
to travel by single-occupancy vehicle. These policies are consistent with the Maryland Transportation 
Planning Principle.  
 
With the proposed land use and zoning changes to the area east of I-270, from employment/ 
office/industrial oriented uses to mixed commercial and residential uses, the county recommends 
removing a formally planned interchange with I-270 and replacing it with an east-west Little Seneca 
Parkway over I-270 to help form a connected local roadway network. MDP supports this 
recommendation. We recognize that this aligns with the sector plan’s vision and the transportation 
goals, as discussed above.  
 
MDP provides the following suggestions relating to the Draft Plan 
 

• If feasible, it would be helpful to provide a map to illustrate the proposed public transportation 
recommendations (pages 37 and 38) if feasible.  

• The Draft Plan promotes “safe routes to school” and includes recommendations for improving 
pedestrian and bicycle crossing at several intersections near Rocky Hill Middle School and 
Clarksburg High School. MDP staff suggests the county consider the following to further enhance 
walking and biking to schools  
o Include an additional illustrative map (see page 49) that depicts a potential publicly 

accessible trail(s)/connection(s) to Rocky Hill Middle School and Clarksburg High School from 
the area west of the schools. 
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o Consider improving the existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities connecting to the high and 
middle schools along Frederick Road, since Figure 9 (page 36) shows either “Undesirable” or 
“Uncomfortable” for the pedestrian level of comfort on the segment of Frederick Road.   

 
Water Resources Element – Synopsis 
 
The water resource element is required to consider available data provided by the Maryland 
Department of the Environment (MDE) to identify drinking water that will be adequate for the needs of 
existing and future development proposed in the plan, as well as suitable receiving waters and land 
areas to meet stormwater management and wastewater treatment and disposal needs. MDE and MDP 
are available to provide technical assistance to prepare the water resources element, ensuring 
consistency with MDE programs and goals. MDE and MDP jointly developed WRE guidance to 
demonstrate how local governments can ensure compliance with the WRE requirements. Local 
jurisdictions are expected to implement the most important aspects of the MDE/MDP WRE guidance. 
 
Plan Analysis 
 
The County Council approved the Water Resources Plan (WRP) in July 2010, which was adopted by the 
full Commission in September 2010, and states the following:  

“The Plan provides information on County water and sewer service capacity in light of planned 
growth to 2030, summarizes an estimate of nutrient loadings on watersheds for existing and 
future conditions, and identifies the policies and recommendations to amend the General Plan 
that are needed to maintain adequate drinking water supply and wastewater treatment capacity 
to 2030, and meet water quality regulatory requirements as the County continues to grow. It is 
meant to satisfy the requirements of House Bill 1141.” (Abstract of the Approved and Adopted 
Water Resources Functional Plan) 

This suggests that an amendment to the general plan would address policies and recommendations 
relating to maintaining an adequate drinking water supply and wastewater treatment capacity to 2030, 
continuing to meet the needs of the county. Thrive did not include the policies suggested in the 2010 
WRP but instead adopted it by reference. The WRP used pre-2010 data to examine Montgomery 
County’s land use, growth, and stormwater management capabilities, as related to adequate drinking 
water supplies, wastewater treatment capacity, water quality regulatory requirements, and inter-
jurisdictional commitments. As redevelopment occurs, the increases in density proposed in this Draft 
Plan, and in other master plans, will likely impact the waters of the state and existing water, sewer and 
stormwater infrastructure capacities.  
 
The Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) should review the WRP and 
determine if it accounts for the Draft Plan’s revised development capacities. This analysis should 
consider stormwater infrastructure, water and sewer capacity analysis, and finally, upgrading old 
systems that may be failing or improperly sized for increased development. MDP encourages updating 
the WRP since it impacts all master plans and the Montgomery County Ten-Year Comprehensive Water 
Supply and Sewerage Systems Plan. 
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Maryland Department of Planning Review Comments 
Draft Plan 

 
STATE AGENCY COMMENTS 

 
The following are state agency comments in support of MDP’s review of the draft plan. Comments not 
included here may be submitted under separate cover, or via the State Clearinghouse. If comments from 
other agencies are received by MDP, the department will forward them to [Name of jurisdiction] as soon 
as possible. 
 
Attachments 
 
Page #7:  Maryland Department of Transportation 
 
 
 
 
 
 





Ms. Susan Llareus 
Page Two 
 

 
• Recreational Trails Program: a federally funded program that the State Highway 

Administration (SHA) administers on a reimbursement basis.  Like the TA 
Program, the Recreational Trails Program may reimburse a local project sponsor 
up to 80 percent of the project’s total eligible costs to develop community-based, 
motorized, and non-motorized recreational trail projects.  

• The MDOT’s Kim Lamphier Bikeways Network Program: a program that 
allocates State transportation funds administered by the MDOT Secretary’s Office 
to promote biking as an alternative transportation mode.   

• For more information on MDOT’s active transportation planning and 
programming efforts, please see our Maryland’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Plans and 
Programs web page: 
https://www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/pages/Index.aspx?PageId=24.   

• Commuter Choice Maryland is MDOT’s Travel Demand Management (TDM) program, 
and it could be incorporated into the Plan as a strategy to support the Plan.  The program 
offers an extensive menu of commuter transportation services, such as ridesharing and 
incentives.  Please visit the Commuter Choice Maryland web site at  
https://www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/pages/Index.aspx?PageId=29 for more information. 

• The MDOT supports continued improvements to expand and enhance transit options.  
Please coordinate with the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) Office of Statewide 
Planning for any coordination regarding regional transit and the coordination of MDOT 
supported locally-operated transit services (LOTS).  The MTA also supports park and 
ride (with SHA), demand response services, paratransit, medical services, and senior-
center transportation options.  For regional transit planning, please contact Mr. Stephen 
Miller, Chief of Strategic Planning, via email at SMiller6@mdot.maryland.gov or phone 
at 410-767-3869.  For local transit service planning, please contact Mr. Jason Kepple, 
MTA Regional Planner, via email at Jkepple@mdot.maryland.gov.  

• A Transit Oriented Development (TOD) Program was established within MDOT to 
provide services including identifying potential TOD opportunities and evaluating 
existing and future needs of public transportation facilities.  For TOD related data 
resources please visit the Transit-Oriented Development in Maryland web page: 
https://data-maryland.opendata.arcgis.com/pages/tod   

• Relative to MDOT implementing resilience strategies and initiatives to withstand the 
impacts of climate change on transportation infrastructure, please review the MDOT 
SHA Climate Change Vulnerability Viewer online ArcGIS web application 
map:  https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=86b5933d2d3e45ee8b9
d8a5f03a7030c.  The map showcases geospatial data products related to climate change 
and the potential impacts on State transportation infrastructure.  The purpose of this 
application is to support efforts to avert and mitigate potential impacts of sea-level rise 
that result from global climate change on State roadway and bridge infrastructure.  To 
review other MDOT Climate Change programs and to access this information please 
visit: https://www.mdot.maryland.gov/tso/pages/Index.aspx?PageId=169. 

 



 
Ms. Susan Llareus 
Page Three 
 
 
Chapter 2: Plan Vision and Framework 

• p. 19-21.  Consider bike-ability for both short- and long-term trips in the concept 
framework plan.  Consider walking, biking, and rolling needs on connectors that 
prioritize travel through the Plan Area. 

Chapter 3 B: Transportation Comments 

• p. 48, 19.  The MDOT supports the County’s vision to pursue complete streets design that 
encourages the efficient use of land and transportation resources.  Such planning is in line 
with MDOT’s emphasis on improving connectivity, access, and mobility for all users as 
emphasized by SHA’s Context Driven initiative, which focuses transportation 
practitioners on implementing context-appropriate improvements to emphasize safety, 
access, and mobility for all users, especially those more vulnerable such as pedestrians 
and bicyclists. 

• Consider incorporating bicycle and pedestrian connectivity to and pedestrian-friendly 
amenities at local bus stops, in addition to major transit stations. 

• Use MDOT's Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress typology to support the Plan's data-driven 
approach to active transportation improvements and complement the County's Pedestrian 
Level of Comfort analysis. 

• Clarify the County's policy or approach to improving walking conditions on existing 
roadways. If the County anticipates certain right-of-way needs, MDOT encourages the 
County to discuss this in the recommendations. 

• Consider future context-sensitive countermeasures, particularly at intersections and 
crossings, to expand on the Plan's typical sections. 

• Upon implementation, please share any new sidewalk or shared-use path data with 
MDOT. 

• Consider the ongoing maintenance needs of bicycle and pedestrian facilities throughout 
the Plan area. Coordinate maintenance needs with the planned MD 355 Bus Rapid Transit 
(BRT) corridor. 

• Continue to prioritize Safe Routes to School (SRTS) engineering improvements to the 
three schools located in the Plan area in the Plan's implementation and through the 
County's SRTS program. 

• The MDOT recommends coordinating with Luis Gonzalez, Chief of the SHA Active 
Transportation Division for pedestrian and bicycle accommodations along MD 355 
(Frederick Road). 

 

 





From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Testimony - Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Public Hearing, Sep 25,
Date: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:47:27 PM
Attachments: FOTMC Testimony to Planning Board, Clarksburg Sector Plan^J Sep2025.docx

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

Submitted by John Parrish on behalf of The Friends of Ten Mile Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir.
Thank you.
~ 



 
 
Date: September 25, 2025 
To: Montgomery County Planning Board Commissioners 
From: Friends of Ten Mile Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir 
Subject: The Draft Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan - Concerns & Recommendations  
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
The Friends of Ten Mile Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir (FOTMC) are grateful for the many opportunities we’ve had to 
work with staff in the formulation of the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan (CGSP). FOTMC has actively engaged in all 
phases of the CGSP. We participated in the CGSP Kickoff in July 2023 as well as the subsequent listening sessions in 
October 2023. We reviewed the June 2023 Scope of Work and the Existing Conditions Report presented to the Planning 
Board on November 30, 2023. We participated in the May-June 2024 Community Visioning Workshops, where we 
reviewed the various scenarios presented and engaged in discussions with staff. We attended the staff’s presentation 
at Rocky Hills Middle School on January 14, 2025. And most recently, we viewed the Staff’s presentation to the Planning 
Board on July 31, 2025. We shared our concerns and recommendations with staff during each of these sessions, which 
we formalized in previous letters sent to CGSP staff in January and July of 2024 and February 2025. This testimony 
summarizes where we agree with the planning staff’s decisions, as well as our ongoing concerns and 
recommendations.  
 
AREAS OF AGREEMENT 
FOTMC is aligned with the sector plan’s goal: “This plan seeks to protect existing forested and natural areas to the 
greatest extent possible…” (p. 64) In this vein, we support the following elements of the Draft plan:  
 
• The elimination of the Master Plan Alignment for the extension of Observation Drive south to West Old Baltimore 

Road. This decision will preserve many acres of forest and avoid substantial environmental impacts on the Cool 
Brook Tributary and, consequently, on Little Seneca Creek.  

• The removal of the Clarksburg/355 Bypass from the plan. This means the elementary school will remain and the 
headwaters, forests and wetlands of both Ten Mile Creek and the Cool Brook Tributary can be spared additional 
insults.  

• The removal of the I-270 Interchange from the plan. The I-270 Interchange was the most destructive alternative for 
access to the sector plan area and unnecessary as two interchange access points, to the north and south, already 
provide this access. 

• Turning the Cool Brook forested area into Cool Brook Stream Valley Park, with all natural surface trails. 
• Preservation of an additional 8 to 10 acres of parkland to serve the community with a variety of uses such as a local 

park, community gardens and other community-oriented activities. 
• The recommendation for a minimum 200-foot building setback from I-270, including a minimum 50-foot native 

tree buffer, to help minimize noise and air pollution impacts on residents from the highway. (FOTMC encourages an 
even greater setback based on studies that show harmful effects of air pollution at much greater distances.) 

• The narrowing of roadways, if new roads are built. 
 
FOTMC’S PRIMARY CONCERNS AND OBJECTIVES 
As we have expressed in previous letters, FOTMC’s primary concerns are to protect and restore the health of the 
streams, conserve the forests, and ensure a clean drinking water supply.  
This requires that the Clarksburg Sector Plan: 
• Safeguards water quality in the two main tributaries that originate in the Sector Plan area and flow to the Little 

Seneca Reservoir, which serves as a reservoir that provides additional water flow to the Potomac River, a public 
water supply, during drought periods. 

• Conserves the remaining 285 acres of forest occurring within the 969-acre sector plan boundary 

Protecting a clean water source 
for the Washington D.C. region 



• Avoids the construction of new roadways through forests, parks, streams, stream valleys, and wetlands  
• Limits development, and hence limits impervious surfaces, on the site of the historic COMSAT building, and  
• Protects the health of the Little Seneca Reservoir by protecting Little Seneca Creek, which is the largest tributary 

feeding into Little Seneca Lake Reservoir. 
 
Consistent with the Draft plan’s guiding principle of choosing alternatives that pose the least damage to the 
environment, we offer the following comments and recommendations for you to consider as you evaluate this plan: 
 
FOREST PROTECTION 
Priority Urban Forest Preservation. The State of Maryland has designated nearly all of the forests in this plan area as 
Priority Urban Forests. These are forests that the State considers priorities for retention and protection. This 
designation provides the foundation to choose alternatives that cause the least damage to the environment. But 
unless these forested areas are actually preserved, the goal of the Priority Urban Forest designation will not be 
achieved.  
 
In addition to preservation of the forests within the stream buffer along the Cool Brook Tributary, we recommend the 
following Priority Urban Forests areas be preserved:  
• The four largest forested areas on the COMSAT property: (1) the forest at the northern property boundary, which 

is part of another forest area that is already in a Category 1 conservation easement; (2) all the forests alongside the 
Cool Brook Tributary; (3) all the forested area at the southern end of the COMSAT building (abutting the parking lot), 
which could be impacted by the southern extension of Gateway Center Drive; (4) the forest strip along the 
southeastern property border (abutting the Linthicum property) leading to West Old Baltimore Road, which could 
be impacted by the extension of the north/south Gateway Center Drive.  

• The forests within the proposed alignment of the northern extension of Observation Drive, east of Little Seneca 
Creek, is also a Priority Urban Forest, and it needs to be preserved. The northward extension of Observation Drive 
would devastate this forest. 

 
Additional Forest Preservation  
• We advocate for the preservation of the forest abutting I-270 on the Linthicum property. The Plan designates a 

new alignment for the northward extension of Observation Drive that would cut through the forest abutting I-270. 
While the Plan states that the re-alignment of Observation Drive closer to the western property line of the 
Linthicum Farm Property would “minimize potential adverse impacts to stream valley buffers” (p.39), it does not 
appear that this re-alignment really has any impact on the Little Seneca stream buffer. However, the new alignment 
would devastate the forest abutting I-270, which for some inexplicable reason was not designated as a Priority 
Urban Forest. 
 

Stream Buffer Expansion in the Clarksburg Special Protection Area (SPA) 
In the vein of forest and protection of the sensitive water resources, we support the expansion of stream buffers, 
beyond what the SPA requires, along all waterways in the sector plan area, which lies entirely within the Clarksburg 
SPA. The health condition of the streams in the Clarksburg SPA has been in decline since 1998 due to intensive 
development within the Clarksburg SPA. Expanded buffers are imperative if the County is to salvage the Special 
Protection Area goal, which is “to protect and maintain high-quality or sensitive water resources.” Any development 
that takes place will impact the tributaries that feed into Little Seneca Creek, which empties into Little Seneca Lake 
Reservoir, which in turn flows to the Potomac River and contributes to the regional water supply. The adjacent Ten Mile 
Creek Special Protection Area offers a good model to follow. That SPA requires that buffers “on both sides of both 
perennial and intermittent streams, and adjacent to springs and seeps” must be a minimum of 200 feet. (Ten Mile 
Creek 2014 Amended Master Plan, p.19). 
 
Additionally, on the Linthicum properties north and south of West Old Baltimore Road, we urge the County to get more 
land preserved either through private conservation easements or public parkland dedication in the following locations 
to provide better stream protection: 
• All along the western edge of Little Seneca Creek, and 
• Along the western edge of the Cool Brook Tributary, above its confluence with Little Seneca Creek.  
 



ROADWAYS 
 
Gateway Center Drive Extended 
Staff has indicated that they do not intend to use the existing Comsat Drive roads for the southward extension of 
Gateway Center drive. Instead, the Plan suggests a new road to be built east of the main COMSAT building. If a road is 
built on this alignment, we recommend utilizing the open areas to the maximum extent possible to avoid the taking of 
any Priority Urban Forest. 
 
We support a less environmentally damaging alternative, which is to utilize the existing roads on the COMSAT campus 
to provide connectivity from the southern terminus of Gateway Center Drive at Shawnee Lane, heading south to West 
Old Baltimore Road. This existing north-south connectivity would serve as a neighborhood connector for any 
development on the COMSAT property and would avoid the environmentally damaging impact to the tree-covered 
areas.  
 
Westward Extension of Little Seneca Parkway 
We wholeheartedly concur with the decision to eliminate the I-270 interchange from the sector plan. An I-270 
interchange would be extremely environmentally destructive and does not align with the ‘local community’ vision, nor 
is the money to build an interchange likely to be available.  
 
However, the Little Seneca Parkway extension that you recommend for east-west connectivity between Route 355 
(Frederick Road) and Lake Ridge Drive (on the west side of I-270), even without an interchange, would also severely 
impact the streams, wetlands, and forests as it crosses the Cool Brook Tributary  and the Unnamed Tributary alongside 
I-270.  
 
Rather than extending Little Seneca Parkway through forests and wetlands, our recommendation is to utilize the 
existing East-West transportation infrastructure – West Old Baltimore Road – that already links Route 355 to Lake Ridge 
Drive.  West Old Baltimore Road has long-served East-West connectivity for automobile transportation into and out of 
the Sector Plan area. The road is wide enough to add bus stops and a shared-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists, 
and it can be further widened.  
 
Observation Drive 
Staff’s plan to extend Observation Drive north to connect with Gateway Center Drive would have devastating 
environmental impacts on an area designated for Priority Urban Forest preservation. The northward extension of 
Observation Drive would cut through and destroy upland forests, cross floodplains, traverse wetlands and steep 
slopes, and sever the greenway park – all of which would seriously degrade the mainstream of Little Seneca Creek. In 
addition, staff’s current alignment shows this northward extension cutting through the forest on the Linthicum property 
rather than traversing the open field, which is a far less destructive route.  
 
We strongly urge the planners to forego consideration of the northward extension of Observation Drive south of West 
Old Baltimore Road due to the extensive environmental impacts as well as the costliness of the bridge and road 
construction.  
 
DEVELOPMENT ON THE HISTORIC COMSAT BUILDING SITE 
As the Clarksburg Sector Plan does not recommend preservation of the COMSAT building, the 34-acre environmental 
setting, as well as a large percentage of the rest of the 200-acre COMSAT property, could be developed. Spatially 
extensive redevelopment of this site would entail considerable additional impervious cover and the loss of Priority 
Urban Forests as well as other tree cover. We urge you to prioritize the preservation of the four main forest areas in 
this part of the sector plan. (See earlier discussion re: the 4 forest groves on the COMSAT site, which the State has 
designated as Priority Urban Forest.)  
 
Since the COMSAT property drains into the Cool Brook Tributary and the Unnamed Tributary flowing alongside I-270, 
the loss of these forests would degrade these tributaries and undermine the County’s Climate Action Plan goals. There 
is sufficient open space on this property such that any development plans (roads, houses, etc) can avoid impacting the 
COMSAT forest groves.  
 
 



 
Regardless of whether the COMSAT building is preserved, we do not support turning the COMSAT Property into a major 
regional destination point with an excessive amount of housing, retail, dining and additional roads. Such extensive 
development would destroy forests, substantially increase impervious surface cover in the Clarksburg SPA, and lead to 
stream degradation that would further harm the water quality of Little Seneca Reservoir. We support scaling back 
development of the COMSAT property to harmonize with your vision of a compact community, not a regional hub. 
Scaling back will also contribute to reducing congestion on the roads.  
 
While a thoughtful redevelopment of the COMSAT property centered around a preserved and adaptively re-used 
COMSAT building would be the best way to avoid and minimize damaging impacts to the forests, streams, and treed 
landscape, the sector plan does not support this. Therefore, we recommend the next best alternative, which is to 
place development on the COMSAT property in open areas and capped to the extent that it can be supported with 
existing roads into and out of the Sector Plan area.  
  
We also support the proposal to set aside 8 to 10 acres of open area of the COMSAT property for community use, 
such as a local park, community gardens and other community-oriented facilities to support educational, recreational, 
and cultural activities. 
 
IMPERVIOUSNESS, STREAM HEALTH, AND THE LONG-TERM HEALTH OF LITTLE SENECA LAKE RESERVOIR  
Scientific evidence has established this basic relationship: The greater the level of imperviousness, the greater the 
harm to the health of the watershed. According to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources, stream 
ecosystems deteriorate as a watershed’s imperviousness approaches 10%. The sensitive macroinvertebrates -- such 
as stoneflies and some mayflies and caddisflies – disappear. As imperviousness climbs beyond 10%, trout disappear, 
there are fewer fish species and only a few tolerant amphibian and insect species remain. Beyond watershed 
imperviousness of 20%, stream ecosystems no longer support a diversity of native aquatic life. Some tolerant native 
species can survive but non-native species dominate. (See DNR graphic below, “How Impervious Surface Impacts 
Stream Health”)  
 

 
 

According to the working draft plan (p.63), “As of 2020, impervious surfaces covered roughly 21% of the Plan Area,” 
which is located entirely within the Clarksburg Special Protection Area. 
 
Current data (from MC ATLAS) presents impervious percentage data for three points in the Clarksburg SPA: 32%, 31%, 
and 24%, respectively. The sector plan area occupies the majority of the 24% portion of the SPA, but also includes the 
drainage from outlet mall west of I-270, which flows into the unnamed Tributary that flows alongside I-270. According 



to Montgomery County Environmental Guidelines (2021), “The County’s goal in special protection areas is to protect 
and maintain high-quality or sensitive water resources and related environmental features in identified geographic 
areas where proposed land uses threaten those resources and a higher level of environmental protection is needed” 
(p.24).  
 
The Countywide Stream Protection Strategy shows that, pre-development (1994-1998), all the streams in the 
Clarksburg Special Protection Area were rated ‘good’ and ‘excellent’ (pdf p.155, II.12.4). However, the most recent DEP 
data (2020-DEP detailed maps) shows that, due to intensive development within the Clarksburg SPA, the condition of 
the majority of the streams has deteriorated. Despite the best intentions of the 1994 Clarksburg Plan and the SPA, 
stream health ratings are now listed in ‘good,’ ‘fair,’ and ‘poor’ condition. None are rated excellent anymore .  
 
More development in the watershed means more impervious surface area, which means more polluted urban runoff 
into the streams, larger volumes and greater velocity of stormwater runoff, increased streambank erosion, and more 
sediment and pollution released into Little Seneca Reservoir, the region’s back-up water supply.  
 
The 2014 Ten Mile Creek Amendment to the Clarksburg Master Plan called for a study of the long-term health of the 
Reservoir (p.47), but to date, a comprehensive, long-term study, including “the land use impacts from all watersheds 
draining into the reservoir,” has not been done. This is especially important because WSSC’s October 2020 Water 
Quality Evaluation of Little Seneca Reservoir (rec’d from Clark Larson) was limited in its scope and predated the 
intensive development in the Cabin Branch watershed and the developments that have recently begun in the Ten Mile 
Creek watershed. Furthermore, a December 14, 2020 Montgomery County Parks Department PowerPoint Presentation, 
“Algae Blooms and Our Local Lakes,” reported finding microcystin toxin in Little Seneca Lake and the Cabin Branch 
Forebay of Little Seneca Lake in August 2020. Given the ongoing developments in the Little Seneca Reservoir 
watershed, it’s important to know what impact the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan will have on the Little Seneca 
Reservoir. 
 
Moreover, other jurisdictions in Maryland have stringent zoning protections for their water supply. The Little Seneca 
Reservoir does not. With no other zoning protections in place to restrict development, what will this plan do to protect 
the region’s back-up drinking water supply? 
 
CONCLUSION  
To achieve the SPA’s goal of watershed and stream protection, we urge you to carry out the SPA goals to “protect and 
maintain high-quality or sensitive water resources and related environmental features.” Preserving forests, limiting the 
extent of development, and utilizing existing roads are the least expensive and most effective ways to protect streams 
and water quality. These Earth-friendly environmental actions are critical to safeguarding water quality, improving air 
quality, combatting climate extremes, fostering native biodiversity, and protecting human health and the quality of life 
for all. Protecting a place is the same as protecting a part of ourselves. 
 
Thank you for thoughtfully studying our comments and recommendations. 
 

“What we have left is not enough. But it’s all we’ve got, and nothing less than all of it will do.” 
 
Most Sincerely,  
 
Anne Cinque, President 
Friends of Ten Mile Creek & Little Seneca Reservoir 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        LITTLE SENECA LAKE RESERVOIR 



   
 
The following organizations have endorsed our testimony: 
 
• Coalition to Stop Stream Destruction 

 
• Conservation Montgomery  

 
 
• Montgomery Countryside Alliance 

 
 
• Sugarloaf Citizens Association 

 
• TAME Coalition 

 
 

 
 
 



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Preserving COMSAT Labs Building
Date: Friday, September 19, 2025 5:03:39 PM

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

The architecture and history both recommend this building as worthy of preservation. More than that, I think it is
worthy of preserving as an active institution such as a technical school, museum.

Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: COMSAT Labs
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2025 12:40:26 PM

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

The labs were set up to assist with satellite technology, which included the original ability to build satellites (never
utilized). Some useful technologies were developed however, including echo cancellation, nickel hydrogen batteries,
technical support, etc.
I was a VP at COMSAT 1982- 1991. My final job was VP Ventures, formed in part to commercialize products &
services developed at the Labs, but not utilized by COMSAT (but partial subsidized by rate payer support -
somewhat akin to AT&T labs).
The fundamental problem with COMSAT Labs, was that the parent company was a service provider (via its
offshoots Intelsat, Inmarsat, & domestically, Comstar leased to AT&T) - NOT a competitive equipment
manufacturer.
As such, my personal opinion is that the Labs don’t warrant historical preservation.
Hope this perspective is useful.

Washington, DC. 20016
Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: September 25 Clarksburg Master Plan Public Hearing
Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 4:00:33 PM

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

Dear Planning Board Chair:

Please accept this written testimony on the subject of the
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan, which I understand will be considered
at the September 25 hearing identified above.

I support the views on the Sector Plan expressed by The Friends of Ten
Mile Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir.

I have lived in Montgomery County at the address below for 42 years.  I
strongly support the preservation of our natural resources and endorse the
stewardship principles endorsed and practiced by The Friends of Ten Mile
Creek.

Sincerely,

Barnesville, MD 20830



From: Ballo, Rebeccah
To: MCP-Chair
Cc: Kronenberg, Robert; Liebertz, John; Sartori, Jason; Butler, Patrick; Zeigler, Donnell; Larson, Clark
Subject: FW: COMSAT Testimony by K Burditt for Planning Board
Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 4:09:38 PM
Attachments: HPC Letter COMSAT K Burditt 092225.docx

USA Today 25 Must See List.pdf
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Good afternoon,
 
I am sending additional testimony from the HPC Chair in advance of the public hearing on the
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan scheduled for this Thursday.
 
Sincerely,
 

  Rebeccah Ballo
Acting Historic Preservation Division Chief
 
Montgomery County Planning Department
2425 Reedie Drive, 13th Floor, Wheaton, MD 20902
Rebeccah.Ballo@montgomeryplanning.org
o: 301.563.3404
 

                

 



Historic Preservation Commission evaluation of a property for listing in the Locational Atlas & Index 
of Historic Sites in  Montgomery County: COMSAT Laboratories   (M:13-59), 22300 Comsat Drive,  
Clarksburg,  MD 20871 

Karen Burditt, Chair of the Historic Preservation Commission 

To the Planning Board; 

On January 22, 2025, the Historic Preservation Commission voted unanimously to recommend the 
designation of the COMSAT Laboratories to the Master Plan of Historic Sites as part of the 
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan. The Commission proposes a 33.47 acre environmental setting out 
of the 205 acre property. 

The HPC vote came after hearing the staff’s report that COMSAT Laboratories meets 6 of the 9 
designation criteria. The vote also came after the testimony from local preservation groups, 
individuals and the property owner,  as well as  a lengthy discussion among the Commissioners. 

The COMSAT Laboratories holds a  significant position in the history of Mid-20th Century 
development in Montgomery County as the research and development arm of the first joint 
public/federal corporation to develop commercial satellite communication systems.  

COMSAT Laboratories is also an early work of Master Architect Cesar Pelli that then, and now, is a 
recognized example of modern  “high technology” architectural design. A visible example of the role 
advanced technology research played in the development of Montgomery County. COMSAT is the 
only Pelli designed commercial property in Maryland.  

There was an effort by the property owner and the planning staff to determine if the COMSAT 
property can be adaptively redeveloped, in whole or part, using current real estate development 
scenarios. Using current scenarios is common, but often shortsighted when determining if a 
particular historic property can be adaptively reused. The historic properties are unique to their 
time and original purpose and are often difficult to envision in a contemporary context.  It takes 
vision to see past the limiting scenarios and stayed focused on the possibilities. More importantly it 
often takes the benefit of time for the right use or fit of uses to come along. 

There are several local examples of historically and architectural significant buildings that were 
deemed to be obsolete and were in real danger of demolition:  

The Pension Building, 1887, deemed obsolete in 1950, adaptively repurposed in the 1980’s as the 
now popular National Building Museum.  

The Old Post Office, 1899, almost demolished in 1934 and again in the 1970’s, adapted to 
office/retail in 1983, adapted into a hotel in 2016, and is now the luxury Ritz Carton Hotel.  

The Hecht’s Warehouse, 1937, deemed unadaptable in 2006, opened in 2018 as a successful 
50,000 SF residential mixed use development and is an anchor in the emerging Ivy City 
Neighborhood.  



Silver Theater and Shopping Center, 1938,  in 1984 was being demolished when local 
preservationists stood in front of the demolition crew, until a Stop Work Order could be issued. It’s 
the home of the American Film Institute  and the AFI/Silver Theater and Shopping Center is the 
thriving center of Silver Spring, and this wonderful fit didn’t emerge until the late 1990’s. 

And finally in a similar scale: 

The McMillan Reservoir, 1902, a 25 acre site that was formerly a sand based water purification 
system. Obsolete in 1985.  It is being redeveloped into a mixed use complex, The Reservoir District. 
The most visible historic structures are retained, and views of the underground catacombs are 
possible from inside the swimming pool. 

Montgomery County had the vision to save and restore significant properties previously.  Does it 
still have that vision?  Or will COMSAT be demolished, and people across the country will shake 
heads and say:  “What were they thinking?”   

The Historic Preservation Commission recommends that the COMSAT Laboratories be added to the 
Master Plan of Historic Preservation  based on its  singular historic significance to commercial 
satellite communications in the County and for the United States. Additionally, the Main 
Entry/Lobby/Display Tower, and the south facing corridor to be preserved and the four original 
Laboratory wings be adaptively reused. If feasible the high bay satellite test building be adaptively 
reused to display satellite and telecommunication technology, past-present-future for the benefit 
of the community. 

 

Respectfully 

Karen Burditt, AIA, Chair of the Historic Preservation Commission. 



USA Today: 25 must see buildings in Maryland 

June, 7 2017/ Travel: Architecture and Design.  25 must-see buildings in Maryland 

George Peabody Library, Baltimore 

10 Light Street, Baltimore 

Basilica of the National Shrine of the Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary, Baltimore 

Washington Monument and Mount Vernon Place, Baltimore 

One Charles Center, Baltimore 

Maryland Institute College of Art Brown Center, Baltimore 

Hampton Historic Site, Towson 

Orioles Stadium at Camden Yards, Baltimore 

Reginald F. Lewis Museum, Baltimore 

Evergreen Museum & Library, Baltimore 

John and Frances Angelos Law Center, Baltimore 

AFI Silver Theatre, Silver Spring 

COMSAT Building, Clarksburg 

Glenstone, Potomac 

Greenbelt Community Center, Greenbelt 

Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Headquarters, Riverdale 

Music Center at Strathmore, North Bethesda 

Point of Rocks Train Station 

Riversdale Mansion, Riverdale 

WaterShed/Pepco Sustainability Center, Rockville 

Maryland State House, Annapolis 

Queen Anne’s County Courthouse, Centreville 

Bancroft Hall, United States Naval Academy, Annapolis 

Chesapeake Bay Foundation Philip Merrill Environmental Center, Annapolis 

Cove Point Lighthouse, Lusby 



SAH Society of Architectural Historians 

COMSAT LABORATORIES | SAH ARCHIPEDIA 

 

 



From: Shamim, Saif
To: Harris, Artie; MCP-Chair
Cc: mitra.pedoeem@mncp-pc.org; Hedrick, James; Bartley, Shawn; Linden, Josh; Sartori, Jason; Kronenberg,

Robert; Hartman, Ken; Wellington, Meredith; Iseli, Claire; Tibbitts, Dale; Spielberg, Debbie; Swanson, Tricia;
Seltzer, Jeffrey; Conklin, Christopher; Bruton, Scott; Sabbakhan, Rabbiah; Stancliff, Eric; Peckett, Haley; Snapp,
Jenny; Olsen Salazar, Kara

Subject: County Executive Comments regarding Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 6:25:54 PM
Attachments: County Executive Comments regarding Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan.pdf

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

Dear Chair Harris,
 
On behalf of the County Executive, attached please find comments regarding the Clarksburg
Gateway Sector Plan. In addition, after the County Executive’s memorandum, please find
memoranda from various Executive Branch departments.
 
Thank you,
 
Saif  Shamim
Senior Executive Administrative Aide
Office of the County Executive
Montgomery County, Maryland
240-777-2594
saif.shamim@montgomerycountymd.gov
 



OFFICE OF THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

 

101 Monroe Street   •   Rockville,  Maryland  20850 
240-777-2550 •  MD Relay 711 TTY •  240-777-2517 FAX 

www.montgomerycountymd.gov        

Marc Elrich 
County Executive 

MEMORANDUM 

September 22, 2025 

TO: Artie Harris, Chair 
Montgomery Planning Board 

FROM:  Marc Elrich, County Executive  

SUBJECT: County Executive Comments regarding Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 

Pursuant to Sec. 33A-5 of the County Code, I am submitting Executive Branch comments on the 
Clarksburg Sector Plan in advance of the public hearing to be held on September 25, 2025. 
Attached are memos I have received from the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), 
Department of Permitting Services (DPS), Department of Transportation (DOT), Department of 
Housing and Community Affairs (DHCA), and the Montgomery County Police Department 
(MCPD). The departments are available to answer any questions you may have and look forward 
to working with you and your staff throughout the review process.  

Here are my general concerns about the proposed plan, many of which are reinforced by the 
comments in the departmental memos.  

• The boundaries of the draft plan include part of the land in the 2014 Ten Mile Creek Plan
“for the purpose of reconsidering previous plan recommendations there” (page 2). I
recommend removing all recommendations that would affect that land. The
recommendations in the 2014 Plan were adopted by a previous County Council after
years of careful scientific study and public debate about the importance of protecting Ten
Mile Creek and the land use restrictions necessary to accomplish that. Loosening those
protections in any way, under any plan, will undermine the clear intent to draw a line in
the sand regarding development in this area. The land use recommendations in the
2014 Plan were made with the expectation that future plans would respect them, and
they are even more important today considering the environmental degradation that
has occurred because of ongoing development in other areas of Clarksburg.



Comments re Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 
September 22, 2025 
Page 2 of 3 

Despite conversations with Executive departments during the development of the Public 
Hearing Draft, the Plan ignores the serious consequences of adding 4,000 new housing 
units in an area that already has a significant shortfall in adequate public facilities. The 
memo from the Department of Environmental Protection points out that proposed changes to 
land cover would have a major impact on the health of an already vulnerable high-quality 
stream system that is part of an essential water-supply network. Furthermore, the Plan’s focus 
on rezoning employment uses for additional housing offers no guarantee that new 
development will meet the need for housing that is affordable to a range of income levels.   
And based on an analysis of four scenarios provided in Appendix K of the Plan, the 
Department of Transportation concludes that even with the full buildout of the BRT/Corridor 
Connector network, areawide connectivity and travel time will degrade significantly. 
Conclusion: conditions will worsen – for both current and future residents. Even the 
Montgomery County Police Department cautions about its potential inability to meet the 
service demands of the proposed population growth. It defies logic to substantially increase 
the population in an area with inadequate public facilities, an overtaxed transportation 
network, and poor access to jobs. - with no plan to address the shortfalls. 

Here is a summary of comments from the Executive Departments: 

1. The Department of Transportation concludes that the Draft’s transportation
recommendations will not support the recommended population growth. To
quote from their memo, “The Plan’s transportation metrics (Appendix K) move
notably in the wrong direction.” It points out that the Plan will reduce overall job
accessibility, increase travel time, and increase vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in an
area of the county that already experiences “some of the longest travel times across
all modes and experiences significant job and services accessibility challenges.” It
states that the growth proposed in the Plan “runs a high risk of not meeting Adequate
Public Facilities requirements.”

2. The memo from the police department expresses similar concerns, pointing out
that the anticipated population growth is expected to result in a higher volume of calls
for service, which would likely impact response times unless there are increases in
staffing levels and resource allocation., and.

3. According to the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), the Draft Plan area
lies almost entirely within the Little Seneca Creek watershed with a small portion in
the Ten Mile Creek watershed. It also lies entirely within two Special Protection
Areas. DEP points out that since 2017, the Little Seneca Creek watershed has had the
greatest increase in the percentage of impervious surfaces of any watershed in the
County. Additionally, while forest cover Countywide has increased, it has declined in
the Plan area by several percentage points. These are red flags that should be
addressed unless you are willing to accept continued degradation of the water



Comments re Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 
September 22, 2025 
Page 3 of 3 

supply and some of the most pristine watersheds in the County. The DEP memo 
emphasizes that reconsideration of elements of the Plan “presents a timely and 
important opportunity to reverse these trends and demonstrate how development can 
be aligned with ecological restoration and protection.” 

Please review the memo from the Department of Permitting Services for comments on energy 
code compliance and the memo from the Department of Housing and Community Affairs for 
comments on the housing recommendations, emphasizing the importance of accommodating all 
income and accessibility levels. Please note that the Executive Branch does not comment on the 
potential impact on schools. 

The departmental comments, taken together, reinforce the point that focusing solely on 
producing more housing ultimately does a disservice to both current and future residents. 
The Draft’s recommendations are inconsistent with Thrive’s vision for complete communities 
and 15-minute living. Any plan for the future of Clarksburg must consider its distance 
from regional activity and employment centers and make recommendations that do not 
exacerbate existing deficiencies. It should also respect the decisions we made to protect the 
extraordinarily important environmental features of the area. Accordingly, the Draft Plan 
should be amended to address the serious concerns we have raised. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Enclosures

cc:  Jeffrey Seltzer, Acting Director, Department of Environmental Protection 
Chris Conklin, Director, Department of Transportation  
Scott Bruton, Director, Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
Rabbiah Sabbakhan, Director, Department of Permitting Services 
Captain Eric M. Stancliff, Director, MCPD Policy and Planning Division 
Haley Peckett, Deputy Director, Department of Transportation  
Jenny Snapp, Deputy Director, Department of Housing and Community Affairs  
Debbie Spielberg, Special Assistant to the County Executive  
Dale Tibbitts, Special Assistant to the County Executive  
Claire Iseli, Special Assistant to the County Executive  
Meredith Wellington, Land Use Planning Policy Analyst to the County Executive 
Kara Olsen Salazar, Planning Specialist, Department of General Services 





Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 
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Executive Branch Comments   
Page 2 of 4 
 
impervious surface has already increased from 19.9% to 22.3% over that period and will increase 
substantially under the suggested development scenario. Additionally, between 2008 and 2023, forest 
cover Countywide increased, but within the Sector Plan area it declined by several percentage points.  
Over that same period, tree canopy remained steady across the County but declined by several percent in 
the Sector Plan area (Table 1). 
 

  
Table 1.  Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Land Cover Changes, 2003 to 2025  

  
  

 
The Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan area lies entirely within two Special Protection Areas (SPAs), with 
the majority located in the Clarksburg SPA. Despite this designation, it appears that the SPAs are not 
effectively safeguarding key land cover elements that influence stream and environmental health. As 
noted, all three previously discussed indicators have worsened—both from a stream health perspective 
and in terms of broader ecological integrity. 
 
While some increase in impervious surfaces is expected with development, the loss of forest cover and 
tree canopy is not inevitable. With thoughtful planning and design, it is possible to accommodate growth 
while maintaining—or even increasing—these critical natural resources. It is essential that forest cover 
and tree canopy in the plan area do not continue to decline. In fact, they must increase to support long-
term environmental resilience. 
 
The Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan presents a timely and important opportunity to reverse these trends 
and demonstrate how development can be aligned with ecological restoration and protection. 

 
Planning must have realistic expectations for the impact of this plan on water quality in Little Seneca 
Creek and Little Seneca Reservoir.  The increased impervious surface, reduction of tree canopy and 
reduction in forest cover will result in negative impacts to water quality.  Research in Clarksburg has 
consistently shown that while stormwater management reduces the impacts, it is not sufficient to prevent 
degradation.    

 
 

Specific Comments 
 

• The Natural Environment, Page 7: The plan notes that “Others are identified as Targeted 
Ecological Areas… These areas must be carefully considered for protection and enhancement 
within the master planning process.” In addition to this, Maryland has also identified BioNET 
Areas Significant for Biodiversity Conservation and Forest Interior Dwelling Species (FIDS) 
habitat within the plan area. These areas warrant the same level of careful consideration for 
protection and enhancement. 
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Recent developments—such as Garnkirk Farms and Dowden’s Station—were constructed almost 
entirely within forested areas that were identified as “Areas Significant for Biodiversity 
Conservation” and FIDS habitat.  These projects resulted in the loss of approximately 92 acres 
of forest, nearly half of which consisted of mature forests over 75 years old. To avoid similar 
losses and the continued decline of critical habitat, the plan should include more specific 
mechanisms and strategies to ensure meaningful protection and enhancement of these 
ecologically valuable areas. 

 
• Section 2, B. Concept Framework Plan Figure 4: Concept Framework Plan, Page 20: 

Recommend identifying areas for forest protection, including forested area upstream of Shawnee 
Ln (which includes a Targeted Ecological Area) and upland forest area just south of COMSAT 
building. 

 
• Section 3, D. Community Design, Page 62, Figure 24: It is strongly recommended that the large, 

forested area directly south of the COMCAST building be prioritized for preservation. This area 
consists primarily of mature to old age forest—over 75 years in age—which is typically of 
higher ecological quality. Although it is not riparian, it still provides substantial water quality 
and environmental benefits. Its non-riparian status may also make it more vulnerable to removal 
during development.   
 
Old age forests offer unique ecological functions that younger forests cannot replicate and given 
the current challenges and long timelines associated with reforestation, this forest is, for all 
practical purposes, irreplaceable. The current design concept, which depicts the complete 
removal of this forest, is concerning. It would be preferable to omit a design concept altogether 
than to present one that suggests total deforestation. 
 
Alternatively, revising the concept to incorporate preservation of this forest could serve as a 
compelling example of how development can coexist with more complex conservation goals—
transforming a challenge into a central amenity and asset for the site and community. 

 
• Section 3, E. Environment, Pages 64/65: Much of the forest in the plan area is also BioNET 

Areas Significant for Biodiversity Conservation and FIDS habitat. 
 

• Section 3, E. Environment, Page 66: Recommend preserving forest areas along Coolbrook 
Tributary for preservation upstream of Shawnee Ln in addition to the area downstream. To 
maintain established forest and prevent forest cover loss it is important to protect areas outside of 
stream buffer widths as well as the areas within buffers. 

 
• Section 3. E. Environment, Environment Recommendations, starting page 67. This section 

presents a strong set of environmental recommendations. Many align with existing requirements 
in the Maryland Stormwater Design Manual and other regulatory frameworks. However, several 
go beyond baseline standards—particularly those that include specific, measurable targets—
which are likely to be the most effective in advancing environmental protection and 
enhancement. 
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For example, proposed requirements such as 50% tree canopy coverage over parking lots and 
35% site green space represent meaningful strategies for mitigating environmental impacts. 
Given that the entire plan area lies within Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and continues to 
experience tree canopy and forest loss, there is a strong case for incorporating additional, more 
ambitious measures. 
 
Additional recommendations to consider include: 

 
 Requiring 50% overall tree canopy coverage per site 
 Identifying and preserving key forest areas through conservation easements 
 Preserving all mature forests (75+ years old) that are at least 1 acre in size, and at 

least 75% of mature forests that are 2 acres or larger 
 Prohibiting stormwater management waivers within SPAs, consistent with the 

heightened environmental sensitivity of these areas 
 

These enhancements would strengthen the plan’s environmental integrity and demonstrate a 
proactive approach to long-term ecological resilience. 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan, Public Hearing 
Draft and look forward to continuing to partner with Planning staff on future plans.    
 
 
cc: Claire Iseli, CEX 

Meredith Wellington, CEX 
 Jeff Seltzer, DEP 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

September 16, 2025 
 
 

TO:  Kara Olsen Salazar, Planning Specialist 
  Department of General Services 
 
FROM: Jenny R. Snapp, Deputy Director 
  Department of Housing and Community Affairs  
 
SUBJECT:   Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan Amendment, Public Hearing Draft Comments 
 
 
Please accept this Memorandum as the Department of Housing and Community Affairs (DHCA) 
review of the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan, Public Hearing Plan.  Thank you for the 
opportunity to provide comments. 
 
As the plan states, over 97% of the housing units in the area are built after the year 2000, and 
tend to be newer, larger and with a higher median sale price.  Given this, consideration needs to 
be given to ensuring the following: 
 
Supporting the Plan recommendations: 

• Attention should be given to a diversity of housing types for a range of incomes.  A 
majority of units in Clarksburg are admittedly Single-Family.  A mix of unit types, which 
include work force housing, multi-family, apartments, duplexes, multiplexes, and 
accessory dwelling units should be added to accommodate all income and opportunity 
levels.  This should include accessible units for the ageing and differently abled 
populations.  Small micro units should be added as well as larger 3 bedrooms and above. 

• As the plan states, supportive housing should be developed for those at risk or 
experiencing homelessness.  

• DHCA fully supports the recommendation in the plan to increase the addition of income 
restricted affordable units as well as providing 15% or more total residential units set 
aside as MPDUs. 

• Work with developers to create units that reduce energy demands for the 
residents/consumers and create units that are accessible and sustainable.   

• Create more walkable communities that offer proximity to commercial corridors. 
 



 
Additional recommendations not in the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan: 

• Private developers should be encouraged to collaborate with non-profit organizations as 
well as DHCA to reach maximum affordability. 

• Encourage "active" play space for children in developing new housing. 
• While Clarksburg is different in that the majority of housing in the community is newer, 

all efforts should be made to also reinvest in older units to ensure safety and non-
displacement of current residents, while maintaining a "no net loss" approach. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Plan.   
 
cc:   Claire Iseli, CEX 
 Meredith Wellington, CEX 
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MEMORANDUM 

September 10, 2025 

 

To:   Karen Olsen Salazar 
From:  Rabbiah Sabbakhan, Director 
Subject:  Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan – Department of Permitting Services Comments 

 

The Department of Permitting Services submits the following comments regarding energy code 
compliance. Beginning in 2025, new construction over 20,000 square feet must provide 33% of its energy 
needs through renewable energy, which is often met with photovoltaic systems. In the coming code cycles, 
this number will increase to 66% and ultimately 100%.  As of now, we allow projects to procure off-site 
renewable energy at a 1:1 ratio, but it should not be expected to be that way in the future.   

We anticipate lowering the “value” of offsite renewable energy to promote onsite renewable energy by 
reducing that ratio to as low as .5:1.  It is critical to inform future developers of these requirements, as they 
will impact rooftop space, and potentially push developers to install ground-mounted solar arrays 
(potentially over parking).  Consideration should be given to allow public and shared spaces to “host” 
development solar installations in which projects can participate, helping them meet their energy code 
requirements. 

Additionally, all new residential zones need to be oriented to maximize solar exposure.  The residential 
energy code will continue to advance towards net-zero energy-ready goals, which will require significant 
roof space and more importantly, roof orientation (ESE, SE, S, SW, WSW, with South being optimal).  
When roadways and neighborhoods are being developed, it is critical for building plots to have a more 
solar-oriented design and a less “flowing” design.  This information should also be provided in any design 
guidelines to avoid conflict between planning desires and code requirements. 

Rabbiah Sabbakhan 
Director 
 

C: Claire Iseli 
 Meredith Wellington 
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M E M O R A N D U M 

  
September 12, 2025 

  
  

TO: Artie Harris, Chair 
Montgomery County Planning Board 

  
FROM: Haley Peckett, Deputy Director for Transportation Policy 

Department of Transportation 
  
SUBJECT: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan  

Public Hearing Draft – MCDOT Agency Comments 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the July 2025 Public Hearing Draft of the Clarksburg 
Gateway Sector Plan. We support the overall goal of expanding travel options and accessibility 
through the Clarksburg area, including the development of a denser grid network of streets, 
proposals for new bike and pedestrian connections, and continued emphasis on the growth of the 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and express bus network. However, we want to express our concern 
that the proposed level of growth may lead to significant negative impacts on the transportation 
network, even with new transit and road investment. Additionally, we offer the following 
comments on the Observation Drive realignment, removal of the proposed Little Seneca 
Parkway interchange, and proposal for BRT service. 
 

1) TRANSPORTATION METRICS: The Plan’s transportation metrics (Appendix K) move 
notably in the wrong direction. MCDOT expresses concern that, based on the results of 
the travel model, the Plan will reduce overall job accessibility, increase travel time and 
increase vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as compared to the existing Plan as well as to 
present conditions. This is an area of the county that already experiences some of the 
longest travel times across all modes and experiences significant job and services 
accessibility challenges. Clarksburg residents frequently lead with concerns about traffic 
congestion and accessibility during public engagement events.  
 
Across all three infrastructure scenarios, residents will have access to fewer jobs within 
45 minutes of vehicle travel (between 20,000 to 40,000 fewer jobs, as compared with the 
baseline scenario). Average vehicle travel time increases roughly by one minute in the 



   
 

three scenarios, compared to baseline, and two minutes compared to present day 
conditions. Transit travel time increases by roughly an additional three minutes (to 
between 66-67 minutes total), even with significant additional transit infrastructure and 
service assumed. Buses will travel slower due to increased congestion, while still having 
to travel long distances to desired destinations. With these lengthening transit times, the 
model shows that transit cannot reasonably serve as an alternative for most trips. Quality 
of service across all modes will be degraded. 
 
As the analysis concludes, the transportation metrics perform poorly due to proposed 
changes to land use. The Plan expects to result in an additional 8,800 new residents and 
2,500 new jobs. As a transportation agency, we are not the experts on housing or job 
needs for the County. However, we can see that the growth proposed in the Clarksburg 
Plan runs a high risk of not meeting Adequate Public Facilities requirements, even if we 
were to invest in all infrastructure envisioned in the Plan. Given the distance between 
Clarksburg and regional activity and employment centers, we are concerned that the level 
of population growth proposed will exacerbate current levels of congestion.  

 
We would request that Planning share results of modeling scenarios using lower future 
growth levels to better determine the sensitivity and performance of the three proposed 
infrastructure scenarios. MCDOT is concerned that, as proposed, there is not adequate 
transportation capacity and multimodal transportation options to accommodate the 
proposed land use changes. However, we would be interested in exploring options at 
lower levels of growth. 
 

2) OBSERVATION DRIVE BRIDGE LOCATION AND ALIGNMENT: The Plan proposes to shift 
the alignment of Observation Drive to the west to intersect with Gateway Center Drive in 
the north. This will remove the alignment from the Little Seneca Creek and Coolbrook 
Tributary stream valleys. MCDOT supports the revised recommended alignment, 
including retaining the Little Seneca bridge alignment, as this will reduce environmental 
impacts, reduce construction constraints, and support proposed new communities. 
However, the new alignment will increase the overall project schedule, as much of the 
prior planning and design work underway prior to the Master Plan process will not be 
applicable.  
 
As proposed in the Plan, MCDOT recommends that the Plan maintain the existing 
Little Seneca bridge crossing alignment to limit design changes to current bridge plans, 
environmental impacts, and property needs. The remainder of the alignment north of the 
bridge should respect topography, natural resources, property boundaries, and 
redevelopment potential while providing a direct path of travel to minimize VMT and 
transit travel time.  
 

3) OBSERVATION DRIVE CROSS SECTION: The Plan proposes to limit the cross section of 
Observation Drive to two travel lanes and two dedicated bus lanes (one travel lane and 
one bus lane in each direction). The prior configuration included four travel lanes (two in 
each direction). The reduced capacity of Observation Drive may limit its utility as a by-
pass of MD 355, as prior plans had imagined. With this recommended capacity reduction 
for Observation Drive, MCDOT recommends that the Plan include parallel north-south 
road connectivity through the proposed street grid to provide additional capacity and 
redundancy for this area.  This concept appears to be implicit in the proposed framework, 



   
 

but a secondary corridor is not explicitly identified.  We suggest that multiple smaller 
roads are more effective than one larger road to provide network redundancy. 

 
As an interim condition, Planning Staff is recommending that the bus lanes be used as 
general-purpose lanes until BRT/express bus operations are initiated, at which time the 
lanes could be switched to dedicated bus lanes. MCDOT supports this approach based on 
similar approaches implemented in the Crown area of Gaithersburg on Fields Road (a 
County road) and Decoverly Drive (a City street).  In both cases, development fronts the 
road and additional width for on-street parking is provided. The resulting sections have 
worked well for repurposing of the rightmost travel lane as a bus-only lane.  However, 
MCDOT acknowledges challenges with assuming lane repurposing, given that the future 
context is unknown to planners today. 
 
Given plans to convert a travel lane to a bus lane, MCDOT recommends that the Plan 
include additional width for on-street parking and loading where development is 
proposed to front the road.  In our observations, the parking lane reduces conflicts with 
the bus lane, including loading, drop-off, and parking and stopping maneuvers.  A 
parking lane is not needed in areas where adjacent land use does not induce curbside 
demand.  
 

4) LITTLE SENECA PARKWAY INTERCHANGE: The Plan proposes to remove the interchange 
between Little Seneca Parkway and I-270. Instead, the Plan proposes to extend Little 
Seneca Parkway as a two-lane bridge to the Cabin Branch community.  MCDOT does 
not support this recommendation; instead, we suggest that the Plan maintain the 
interchange recommendation and explore a range of interchange options that can work 
with present and future conditions. We recognize that the interchange would only be 
feasible with state or federal funding. While neither is likely in the short term, the 
interchange could be integrated into future I-270 improvements, but only if it remains in 
the Master Plan. 

 
The Plan’s transportation analysis finds that the interchange (as studied in Scenario 2) 
would increase job accessibility by car by 20,000 in comparison to scenarios without the 
interchange. Additionally, neighborhoods near the interchange would experience drive 
time improvements of up to 3.3 minutes. Recognizing the travel model shows that 
improvements are limited to a few Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZs), MCDOT hypothesizes 
that travel time savings would extend to additional TAZs, based on our understanding of 
travel and land use patterns. 
 
Maintaining the interchange recommendation is important to support potential 
commercial use in this Plan area.  The additional connectivity to I-270 will reduce 
pressure on the MD 121 interchange to the north and the Father Hurley Boulevard 
interchange to the south. It will also reduce north-south travel on Observation Drive, 
reinforcing the preliminary recommendation to reduce its cross-section.  
 
The bridge-only alternative would come at a high cost for little benefit. A non-
interchange connection across I-270 already exists 1,000 feet to the south using West Old 
Baltimore Road. MCDOT believes that the cost of constructing the overpass without an 
interchange is not justified.   



   
 

 
The Plan should recommend that any future interchange configuration support the goals 
of compact design, urban character, and significantly reduced environmental impact. For 
instance, the footprint of the interchange should be minimized to avoid impacts to 
adjacent streams, forest and developable areas. The reduced-footprint interchange should 
convey a “local road” character for Little Seneca Parkway to serve the planned new 
community and existing Cabin Branch community.  Options should consider a minor 
realignment of southbound I-270 within its right-of-way to increase the space available.  
The Plan should also recommend that any major adjacent development provide support 
for the interchange, including producing initial designs and providing necessary land 
dedication. 

 
5) PROPOSED BRT/PARK AND RIDE: The Plan reimagines the Milestone/COMSAT East 

Clarksburg Corridor Connector as a full BRT with dedicated lanes and stations, travelling 
from Clarksburg Town Center in the north to Germantown Town Center in the south.  
MCDOT recommends that the Corridor Connector designation remain without 
specifying a service type. We recommend a flexible approach to bus infrastructure along 
the corridor. We do not want to make a commitment to any specific design or service (eg, 
BRT vs. express bus) until additional study and/or preliminary designs have been 
completed. Maintaining a flexible recommendation will accommodate an operational 
needs-based analysis in the future to determine the type of service.  
 
MCDOT recommends that the Plan consider a location(s) for a regional intercept 
park-and-ride facility. There are few, if any, locations for such a facility elsewhere along 
I-270. Such a facility would allow greater access to transit for riders beyond station 
walksheds in Clarksburg. A parking facility would also reduce the burden on small park-
and-ride lots in Germantown, which route regional traffic through Town Centers.  The 
Little Seneca Parkway interchange area or the northern extent of Observation Drive may 
be useful intercept locations for long distance commuters from the north, reducing traffic 
impacts to town centers and residential areas.   

 
Thank you again for opportunity provide comment on this important Plan. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to reach out to me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

Haley Peckett 
Deputy Director for Transportation Policy 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
 
 
cc: Chris Van Alstyne, MCDOT 
 Corey Pitts, MCDOT 
 Andrew Bossi, MCDOT 
 Clark Larson, MNCPPC 
 Richard Brockmyer, MNCPPC 



0 🔃 Team Commenter Page Section Summary Comment

1 Policy CVA 37 Overall Critical Comment

MCDOT recommends that the plan maintain the existing Little Seneca bridge crossing alignment to limit design changes to 

current bridge plans, to environmental impacts, and to property needs. The remainder of the alignment north of the bridge 

should respect topography, natural resources, property boundaries, and redevelopment potential while providing a direct 

path of travel to minimize vehicle-miles-traveled and transit travel time.

2 Policy CVA 43 Overall Critical Comment

Observation Drive Cross Section: The Plan proposes to limit the cross section of Observation Drive to two travel lanes and two 

dedicated bus lanes (one travel lane and one bus lane in each direction). The prior configuration included four travel lanes 

(two in each direction). The reduced capacity of Observation Drive may limit its utility as by-pass of MD 355, as prior plans had 

imagined. MCDOT will await traffic analysis to ensure this lane reduction will not result in a meaningful degradation in area-

wide through movement. With this recommended capacity reduction for Observation Drive, MCDOT recommends that the 

plan include parallel north-south road connectivity through the proposed street grid to provide additional capacity and 

redundancy for this area.  This concept appears to be implicit in the proposed framework, but a secondary corridor is not 

explicitly identified.  We suggest that multiple smaller roads are more effective than one larger road. 

3 Policy CVA 43 Overall Critical Comment

As an interim condition, Planning Staff is recommending that the bus lanes be used as general-purpose lanes until 

BRT/express bus operations are initiated, at which time the lanes could be switched to dedicated bus lanes. MCDOT supports 

this approach based on our experience with lane repurposing elsewhere.  A similar approach was implemented in the Crown 

area of Gaithersburg both on Fields Road (a County road) and Decoverly Drive (a City street).  In both of these cases, 

development fronts the road and additional width for on-street parking is provided.  The resulting sections have worked well 

for repurposing of the rightmost travel lane as a bus-only lane.   

4 Policy CVA 39 5-D Critical Comment

The Plan proposes to remove the interchange between Little Seneca Parkway and I-270. Instead, Little Seneca Parkway is 

proposed to extend as a two-lane bridge to the Cabin Branch community.  MCDOT does not support this recommendation at 

this time; instead, we suggest that the plan maintain the interchange recommendation and explore a range of interchange 

options that can work with present and future constrained conditions.  Additionally, a connection across I-270 is already 

possible a short distance to the south using West Old Baltimore Road.  The cost of constructing the overpass without an 

interchange does not appear justified if it does not facilitate connectivity to I-270.   

Maintaining the interchange is important to support potential commercial use in this plan area.  The additional connectivity to 

I-270 will also reduce traffic pressure on the MD 121 interchange to the north and the Father Hurley Boulevard interchange to 

the south and will reduce north-south travel on Observation Drive, reinforcing the preliminary recommendation to reduce its 

cross-section. Increased connectivity to I-270 will also reduce vehicle-miles traveled through residential and proposed town 

center areas both within and outside this plan area, resulting in improved safety and reduced negative impacts from through 

traffic flow. 

 

The plan should consider a range of configuration options for this interchange that aim to maximize benefit while minimizing 

impacts and costs.  The footprint of the interchange should be minimized to avoid impacts to adjacent streams, forest and 

developable areas. The reduced-footprint interchange should convey a “local road” character for Little Seneca Parkway to 

serve the planned new community and existing Cabin Branch community.  Options should consider a minor realignment of 

southbound I-270 within its right-of-way to increase the space available.  A compact diamond interchange, possibly with 

roundabout ramp terminals may be appropriate.  A partial example of this type of interchange can be found at Old Columbia 

Pike and US 29, just to the north of Burtonsville. 
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5 Policy RT 34 Transportation Critical Comment

the only proposal to reduce impervousness is to remove travel lanes. The number of residential dwelling units should also be 

considered to be reduced so that the roads don't become congested.  The suggested notion that having transit will make 

people take it, won't work as you will never achieve the level of congestion and the area is too far out of where people work. 

6 Policy RT 39 Transportation Critical Comment

1-270 interchange should be left in the plan to allow for future development.  Without it, all you get are homes with no way 

to get around due the existing roads being congested.  No one wants to build a bridge that doesn't bring additional economic 

prosperity.  The ramps should remain. (HP - Concur and also note that unlike other roadway capacity improvements, this 

would likely only advance if funded by MD or FHWA as part of the I-270 Phase 2 improvements. Additionally, this interchange 

would transfer VMT from local roads to the interstate and therefore allow local roads to be safer and more hospitable to 

transit/walking.)

7 Transit BM 19-20 Transportation Critical Comment

The Plan refers to BRT and Enhanced Stations along Observation Drive. This is unlikely to be BRT, but instead some sort of 

express bus. The term ‘BRT’ should be removed from the text and framework graphic as it not actually going to be Flash BRT.  

The planned MD 355 Flash service will operate along Stringtown Road.  

8 Policy HP K 18 Travel Analysis Critical Comment

Planning notes that Scenarios 1-3 perform very similarly, and "land use changes alone generally drive the direction of metric 

differences between the baseline 2045 and the scenarios." The magnitude of land use changes makes it difficult to compare 

between the scenarios. MCDOT would like to see how the scenarios perform in an interim or reduced growth outlook. We'd 

be interested in understanding how the various scenarios perform in the event of 25% or 50% of buildout.

9 Policy HP K 16-17 Travel Analysis Critical Comment

Overall, all metrics move significantly in the wrong direction. The number of jobs accessible goes down by 20K-40K from 

baseline. Transit travel time increases , even with significant additional transit service assumed, meaning buses are stuck in 

traffic. MCDOT is concerned that there is not transportation capacity to accomodate the proposed land use changes. Given 

the distance of Clarksburg from other destinations in the region and the jobs/housing imbalance in the Clarksburg area, we 

are concerned that the level of population growth proposed will lead to unacceptable levels of congestion for many key 

routes. Even with growth focused on transit corridors, transit cannot reasonably accommodate the growth due to limited 

capacity of buses and large distances between O/D.

The only metric that appears to be driven by transportation infrastructure assumptions is the auto accessiblity, which 

performs significantly better under Scenario 2, likely due to the added interchange.

10 Policy ADB

Appx K:

p16-17

p24

Master Plan 

Adequacy 

Performance Metrics

Impact of Removing 

I-270 / Little Seneca 

Parkway Interchange

Worsening 

Results

Compared to the Baseline all scenarios:

 - Worsen auto job accessibility

 - Worsen transit job accessibility

 - Worsen auto travel times

 - Worsen transit travel times

 - Worsen VMT per capita

The only metric that appears to improve is NADMS, which is somewhat moot alongside the increases in VMT.

Furthermore, Scenario 1 (the Recommended Scenario) appears to fare the worst of all the scenarios.

This implies that this current plan does not meet the transportation adequacy goals established by Council.

11 Policy CVA 42

Street Classification 

and Right-of-Way 

Recommendations

Critical Comment

While curbless and shared streets are an interesting concept we want to advance, it seems unlikely Street A would work as 

such. Being the continuation of a significant street and providing access to the commercial core, this is likely to be quite 

heavily trafficked. Without dedicated bike facilities, it will likely be a very high stress environment.
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12 Policy CVA 43 3-B Normal Comment

We recommend that additional width for on-street parking and loading be provided where development is proposed to front 

Observation drive.  The parking lane reduces loading/drop-off and bus lane obstructions and the bus lane reduces conflicts with 

parking and stopping maneuvers.  In other areas, where this additional space for parking and loading is not provided, we have 

observed greater conflicts with the repurposed bus lanes.  A parking lane is not needed in areas where this interaction with 

adjacent land use does not occur.  

13 Policy RT 34 Transportation Normal Comment

most of this area is newly built.  MCDOT or any other developer will not rebuild any of these streets and most already meet 

complete streets.  New roads should be constructed to enhance people's mobility until more transit options are funded and 

operational.

14 Policy RT 37 Transportation Normal Comment
Observation Drive should be considered an alternative to MD 355 and should be designed to be economical where it does not 

represent something that is infeasible to be built due to environment or construction costs. 

15 Policy HP 38 Transportation Normal Comment
A Circulator type route may infeasible to operate unless there is clear demand from Clarksburg residents. This simply may not 

connect enough residents to destinations. There should be a caveat, such as "if further study warrants this service".

16 Policy HP 39 Transportation Normal Comment
Consider adding a goal to street network "Efficiently and safely direct vehicles traveling outside of Clarksburg to I-270 and major 

arterials to reduce traffic volumes on local roads."

17 Policy HP 52 Transportation Normal Comment
We can expand a dockless service area but it's not clear there's a viable business model for dockless in Clarksburg, given the 

distance for vendors to maintain. The County may prefer to prioritize location incentives to areas with greater equity needs.

18 Policy HP K 25 Travel Analysis Normal Comment

MCDOT questions some of the O/D assumptions, in that we believe that Scenario 2 should pull traffic off of local roads and onto 

270. The Gateway Center/Stringtown intersection shows much better performance under Scenario 2 (we don't know what the 

mitigation is for Scenario 1). 

19 Policy HP K 27 Travel Analysis Normal Comment MCDOT believes that the Cabin Branch area (and potentially other TAZ) would have travel time savings from the interchange. 

20 Policy HP K 20 Travel Analysis Normal Comment
We assume that the NADMS goals are driven by greater pedestrian and bike connectivity, as well as increased transit? It would be 

interesting to learn more about how this changes from current.

22 Policy CVA 40 Street Network Normal Comment It's not really clear what thebold letters on the Master Planned Roadways Network Map refer to

23 Policy ADB 39 Transportation
Growth Corridor 

Limits

RE: #7 "Designate Observation Drive as a Growth Corridor, instead of Frederick Road"

Consider providing a map to show how exactly this would work. Does this imply that the MD 355 Growth Corridor ends abruptly 

at MD 118, where it shifts over to continue on Observation?

24 Policy ADB 39 Transportation
Growth Corridor 

Classification

RE: #7 "Designate Observation Drive as a Growth Corridor, instead of Frederick Road"

Just to confirm: is this only a "Growth Corridor" insofar as a Thrive designation, and now a street classification? The map on p40 

shows Observation as a Town Center Boulevard.
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25 Policy ADB
42

46
Transportation

Commercial 

Shared Street

While the Code does use Residential & Commerical Shared Street as placeholders, since the publication of the Curbless & Shared 

Streets Design Guide (and also in the pending Ch.49 Regs about to be published in the Register) we are going to be using 

"Curbless Street" and "Shared Street" into the future.

Consider changing all references of "Commercial Shared Street" to "Curbless Street", which appears to correspond to the size, 

alignment, traffic loading, and target speed of the roadway.

26 Policy ADB 44 Transportation Cross-Sections

RE: Cross-Section D, Little Seneca Pkwy Ext

Consider whether a median is necessary.

If it is: the 4' median should be shown as monolithic concrete, as that is what would be constructed in such a narrow width. If 

greenery is desired within the median it needs to be at least 6' wide.

27 Policy ADB 45 Transportation Cross-Sections

RE: Cross-Section F, W Old Baltimore Rd

7' parking lanes are substandard and not acceptable for a master planed facility such as this.

Either identify a means of widening to 8', or consider the need for the parking lanes in the first place.

28 Policy ADB 45 Transportation Cross-Sections

RE: Cross-Section G, New Street A

The Bike Master Plan (and reaffirmed by Complete Sreets and the Ch.49 regs about to be published in the Register) specify that 

bikeways should be within the Active Zone; not the Street.

As this is essentially a greenfield site we should not be planning for substandard facilities.

29 Policy ADB 47 Transportation Cross-Sections

RE: Cross-Section A/B, Observation Dr Interim

The text notes on p46 constructing the Active Zone facilities along Observation Dr in their ultimate location, but the interim cross-

section does not reflect this.

The interim has an 8' Street Buffer on the west side, and a 7' Street Buffer on the east side.

The 105' Typical has an 8.5' Street Buffer on the west, and a 6.5' Street Buffer on the east.

It's an easy fix: just move 0.5' from one side to the other. I suggest moving it in the Interim from the east side to the west side.

30 * Policy ADB 47 Transportation Street Names

RE: #20, renaming portions of the old Observation alignment

Consider at some point also, for consistency, renaming Gateway Center Dr to Observation Dr.
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35 Policy ADB 50 Transportation
Show Trail 

Connections
Show the trail connections from p49 also on the map on p50.

36 Policy ADB 50 Transportation
Bicycle Parking 

Stations

Figure 13 shows several Bicycle Parking Stations, but there is no accompanying narrative describing these.

Pull info for these from the Bike Master Plan and add into this section.

37 Policy ADB 54 Community Design
On-Street Parking 

Priority

RE: S4, "All new streets should accommodate on-street parking, where possible"

Consider whether this is intended to affect Complete Streets' Prioritization, which generally assigns Parking (Curbside Zone) a Low 

or Medium Priority. Parking areas are often among the first to be cut from a cross-section when necessary to achieve other 

purposes, such as larger Active Zones. Is it the intent of the plan that in such cases: parking be preserved & Active Zone elements 

be narrowed?

38 Policy ADB 58 Community Design Alley Landscaping

RE: K4c, "Incorporate landscaping within alleys to help soften their utilitarian purpose"

Is it the intent that alleys have landscaping *within* their cross-section, or *along* their cross-section? I suggest changing this to 

"along"

If it is indeed within: note that the 16' Residential and 20' Non-Residential Alley cross-sections do not allow any space for 

landscaping. Additional ROW will need to be dedicated to implement this recommendation.

39 Policy CVA 100

Capital 

Improvements 

Program

Blank table
The CIP table is empty; this should include all new large-scale projects (particularly the little seneca extension, large bike/ped 

projects, and wildlife bridges)

40 Policy ADB General General Glossary
Consider including a Glossary of Terms. Previous master plans have done some good work drafting these; consider copying from 

examples such as the Veirs Mill Plan and updating as needed with any new terms.

41 VZ WH 49 21 Traffic Calming
In general, master plans should not be recommending operational studies or interim facilities. Recommendations need to 

conform with Planning's role.

42 VZ WH 52 25 Brick Pavers Brick pavers are not recommended due to accessibility and maintenance concerns.

43 Policy ADB 77
Parks, Open Spaces, 

and Recreation

Wildlife Passage 

Separation

RE: "Wherever possible, the roadway should be separated from the wildlife passage by fencing or jersey barriers"

Consider rephrasing this to "The roadway should be separated from the wildlife passage, such as with fencing or jersey barriers"

Rationale - There may be many different means of separation, and jersey barriers might be consider both unsightly as well as 

rather ineffective at wildlife separation. Also removing a use of "possible"
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44 Policy ADB General General
Possible vs 

Feasible

Review all uses of the word "possible".

The word "possible" implies something that is fiscally unconstrained. Consider replacing with the word "feasible" which more 

clearly establishes bounds.

Some specific examples to consider are:

 - p57, #S4 - "All new streets should accommodate on-street parking, where possible"

 - p68, #7 - "exceed standards where possible"

 - p77, left column, last paragraph - "Bridges should be as long as possible"

 - p77, right column, top paragraph - "culverts should be as large as possible"

 - p77, right column, top paragraph - "Open-bottom culverts with natural substrate should be utilized when possible."

 - p77, right column, last paragraph - "Where a 150-foot buffer is not possible"

45 Policy ADB
Appx K, 

p23, 33-95

Impact of Removing I-

270 / Little Seneca 

Parkway Interchange

Observation & 

Ridge

How is traffic being distributed without the interchange? What are is heading south toward Observation/Ridge as compared to 

north toward Clarksburg/Stringtown?

It's a surprise that Observation/Ridge is functioning at D/D. Confirm the traffic distribution doesn't disproportionately weight 

toward the Clarksburg/Stringtown, minding that travelers may be pre-disposed to go south toward Ridge if their ultimate 

destination is southward.

46 Policy ADB
Appx K, 

p27-29

Impact of Removing I-

270 / Little Seneca 

Parkway Interchange

Cabin Branch 

Travel Time Deltas

In the figures showing the change in travel times with/without and interchange: why doesn't Cabin Branch benefit? Given their 

proximity it is a surprise that they show no changes.

Is it due to the Transportation Analysis Zone being too large & encompassing all of Cabin Branch?

47 Policy ADB
27, 34, 63, 

67
General

Imprevious 

Surfaces

Consider how impervious limits are tallied insofar as planned infrastructure.

These limits should not restrict the implementation of master planned infrastructure, noting past difficulties with building new 

bikeways within the Ten Mile Creek area.

48 Policy HP K 4 Travel Analysis Normal Comment Agree with long-term project assumptions listed on page 4.

49 Policy ADB 36 Transportation PLOC Map Consider resizing Figure 9 (the PLOC Map) onto its own page to improve legibility.

50 * Policy ADB 38 Transportation Lakewood Dr
Is Lakewood Dr the correct street? I'm not recalling where this is nor finding it online, but I'm guessing it's either Lake Ridge Drive, 

or the future extension of Cabin Branch Ave?

51 Policy ADB 39 Transportation Reference Errors RE:#$8 - Fix the two reference errors 

52 Policy ADB 73
Parks, Open Spaces, 

and Recreation

State Highway 

Assc
Under #8, change "State Highway Association" to "State Highway Administration"

53 VZ WH 88 Telecommunications Recommendations
The plan notes that residents expressed concerns about spotty cell phone service. Is this something that is regularly in a master 

plan? If so, should the plan recommend areas for additional towers?

54

55
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57

58

59
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MCPD Impact Report: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 

 

Overview 

The Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan presents a transformative vision for approximately 969 acres on 
the eastern side of I-270. The plan anticipates a population increase to over 30,000 residents, 
representing an estimated 2.5% growth in Montgomery County’s overall population. The proposed 
development includes mixed-use housing, expanded transit infrastructure, commercial and 
recreational amenities, and significant environmental and community design enhancements. 

While the plan projects that public safety and patrol services will remain “adequate” over the 20-year 
planning horizon, the Montgomery County Police Department (MCPD) recognizes that the scale and 
nature of the proposed development will likely result in a proportional increase in calls for service. 
This is particularly expected as the population grows and new commercial, residential, and transit 
nodes are activated. 

 

MCPD Impact Considerations 

1. Population Growth and Service Demand 

The anticipated population increase is expected to result in: 

• A higher volume of both emergency and non-emergency calls for service. 
• Increased demand for traffic enforcement, patrol coverage, and investigative resources. 
• Potential impacts on response times, depending on future staffing levels and resource 

allocation within the 5th District. 

2. Transit-Oriented Development and Crime Patterns 

The introduction of the Clarksburg-Germantown Corridor Connector (BRT) and enhanced bus routes 
may: 

• Increase transient populations, particularly around transit hubs and park-and-ride facilities. 
• Require enhanced patrol visibility and presence at key transit nodes. 
• Present opportunities for crime displacement or importation from other jurisdictions, as 

improved connectivity may allow individuals from outside the area to more easily access 
Clarksburg. 



3. Community Outreach and Engagement 

As new residential and commercial developments emerge, there will be a growing need for: 

• Expanded community policing initiatives to build trust and familiarity with new residents and 
business owners. 

• Proactive outreach programs to address safety concerns, educate the public on crime 
prevention, and foster collaboration between law enforcement and the community. 

• Increased presence at public meetings, HOA gatherings, and business forums to ensure that 
police services are responsive to evolving community needs and expectations. 

 



From: Eileen McGuckian
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Subject: testimony for Planning Board Item 10, September 25, 2025 meeting
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Dear Chair Harris and Members of the Planning Board,

Attached please find testimony from Montgomery Preservation, Inc. for the public
hearing on September 25, 2025, specifically Item 10.

Thank you for your consideration.

Eileen McGuckian, President
Montgomery Preservation, Inc.
http://www.montgomerypreservation.org
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 Montgomery Preservation, 
Inc. 

Promoting the Preservation, Protection and Enjoyment of  
Montgomery County's Rich Architectural Heritage and Historic Landscapes  

September 22, 2025  
 

                   Re: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan – Item 10 -- Public Hearing 9/25/2025   
       

To Chairman Harris and Members of the Montgomery County Planning Board: 
 
On behalf of Montgomery Preservation (MPI), I write to express our dismay that this Plan does not 
acknowledge the significance of one of Montgomery County’s most important historic sites nor 
provide for its contribution to the stated guiding principles of this Plan update.  
 
At multiple times over decades, experts, government panels, citizens, former employees, architectural 
historians, historic preservation groups, communications historians, planners, and the current owner 
have testified to the uniqueness, value, and opportunities provided by the COMSAT building. Rarely 
is such consensus reached over time by so many at local, state, and national levels.   
 
What one generation cannot figure out is often resolved by the next. Economics and tastes change. 
Once a landmark is gone, it is gone. No history book, no interpretive signage, no memorial plaque will 
do it justice. You do not want the Planning Board to be its executioner. Don’t be short-sighted.     
Don’t preclude another generation’s vision and ability to re-purpose this unique space and to use this 
landmark building as a primary source for historical facts. 
 
Instead, take this opportunity to take pride in COMSAT’s place in scientific and communications 
history, in the work of an internationally acclaimed architect, and how this has impacted local 
surrounding communities over time. Consider how much poorer Montgomery County would be 
without the vision and gumption that retained the Red Brick Courthouse, the Riley house, Silver 
Theatre & Shopping Center, the MOOseum, and Kensington Railroad Station. These treasures,     
and others, were saved by decision-makers of courage and vision, and our citizens continue to value 
these sites today. 
 
MPI joins many others in asking the Planning Board to add to the current document recognition of 
COMSAT as a Historic Site, also to permit openings for bold citizens, planners, public officials, and 
owners to include it in the future development of Clarksburg Gateway. The unanimous vote of the 
HPC (with its idea to save just the part of the complex visible from I270) and the lengthy chain of 
supportive citizen testimony should be major factors in your decision.  
 
We appreciate this opportunity to testify about the quality and future of COMSAT. MPI also concurs 
with HPC’s recommendations to list Community of Faith Church and Cemetery and Clarksburg 
Heights subdivision in the Montgomery County Master Plan for Historic Preservation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Eileen McGuckian, President 
Montgomery Preservation, Inc. 

 





Germantown Historical Society 

P.O. Box 475, Germantown, MD 20875 

https://www.germantownmdhistory.org 

 

Re: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan – COMSAT -- Public Hearing 9/25/2025   
       

To Chairman Harris and Members of the Montgomery County Planning Board: 
 
The COMSAT laboratory buildings have been recommended by the Maryland Historical Trust for 

designation on the National Register of Historic Places based on being designed by an 

important architect and that it represents a national level of significance in the area of science, 

engineering and communications -- with the notation that it is the last surviving building by 

that architect in Maryland and that it may also meet the criterion of “exceptional importance.” 

The HPC staff reports that the property meets six of Montgomery County’s nine criteria for 

designation. 

 

County Planning staff say that the building’s historical significance is superseded by the 

projection that it does not meet the goals of providing employment in the I-270 corridor -- 

when only one alternative use for the building was explored, that of housing, even though 

several others were suggested by County citizens and during the 2007 charette attended by the 

architect of the building and several local architects and historians. So the Planning Board 

recommends that this historic gem – a representation of the importance of Montgomery 

County in the nation’s history, comparable architecturally only to the Naval Medical building 

or the local Mormon Temple – be allowed to be torn down. This is a reversal of priorities. We 

should be showcasing our wonderful historical assets and educating our citizens, not destroying 

them for shoebox housing that can be placed elsewhere. 

 

The COMSAT building is National Register eligible and should be placed on the County’s Master 

Plan for Historic Designation, not only because it is an example of futuristic “high technology 

style” architecture by a famous architect, but because it tells the true story of our nation’s first 

venture into communication by satellites, and our first endeavor to use our technical 

knowledge for the benefit of all. Did you know that the United States was the first country to 

launch a communications satellite into space? Today there are thousands orbiting earth. Where 

would we be today without this innovative knowledge? This building provides material 

evidence of these historical facts. It is important to the preservation of our nation’s history! 

 



 

 

As a historical organization it is our mission and duty to protect and preserve material evidence 

of the history of our locality, our state and our nation. Without these primary sources 

alternative "histories" can be created. Any exploration of world history will reveal how a 

government’s control of the historical narrative can allow propaganda to manipulate the minds 

of the people. This is especially easy in our fast-paced and interconnected electronic society. So, 

it is of utmost importance in this day and age that we safeguard our precious fragments of 

evidence of true historical facts tp keep our citizens from influence by false histories.  

 

Montgomery County should purchase and restore this highly important building for the benefit 

of all. It could be a museum, an entertainment center, a school, a local meeting place – or a 

combination of any or all of these. To allow this nationally significant building to be torn down 

is a travesty and will be a black mark on the history of Montgomery County. 

 

With Gratitude and consideration, signed: 

Germantown Historical Society Board 
Susan Cooke Soderberg 
Kristen Walker Staley 
Wayne Tobiassen 
Norm Gordon 
Cheyenne Neff 
Kari Hill 
Fernanda Giongo 

 





Thank you for your consideration of this testimony.

Maury Mechanick
President 
COMARA 

Conclusion
Staff recommends that the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC):
1. 2. 3. Finds that COMSAT Laboratories satisfies six designation criteria as listed in 24A-3(b), Historic
Resources Preservation, Montgomery County Code;
Proposes an environmental setting of 33.47 acres; and,
Transmits their recommendation to the Planning Board.  
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Hello
 
Please see attached PDF
 
Thanks
 
-

 
 
Written Testimony to the Montgomery County Planning Board
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Submitted by: 

Germantown, MD 20876
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 mcp-chair@mncppc-mc.org 

 

Written Testimony to the Montgomery County Planning Board 

Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan 

Submitted by:  

 

Germantown, MD 20876 

 

 

Dear Planning Board Members, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan. 
I am a long-term resident (35+ years) of the up-county and have seen and lived with master 
plans and projects executed .  Some successfully and some not.  

I support the overall vision of the Gateway Sector Plan, its emphasis on mixed-use 
development, environmental stewardship, and multimodal connectivity reflects thoughtful 
planning for Clarksburg’s future. 

 However, I urge the Board to retain the ability to build the I-270 interchange in the plan. 

WHY THIS MATTERS 

The original Sector Plan included the I-270 interchange for good reason. In fact, Scenario #3, 
presented by Planning staƯ early in the process and favored for its balance of development 
and mobility, explicitly included the interchange. It was seen as essential for: 

•  Supporting future growth east of I-270 

•  Connecting the planned Little Seneca Parkway corridor 

•  Relieving pressure on Ridge Road and Clarksburg Road 

StaƯ’s rationale at the time was clear: the interchange would support regional access, 
reduce dependency on local roads, and align with the county’s growth corridor strategy, 
which prioritizes infrastructure to support density. It was also consistent with the area’s 
designation as a Transit District Corridor in the 1994 Master Plan.  
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In addition. the community was (and still is) overwhelmingly for the interchange as shown by 
all the responses to the imagining and community meetings held over the past year or two 
by planning staƯ. 

KEY CONCERNS 

TraƯic Congestion Is Already Severe 

Clarksburg and surrounding Upcounty communities face worsening congestion. The recent 
County Council decision to remove M-83 from the Master Plan has eliminated a major 
planned relief valve. According to the Existing Conditions Report, traƯic in the plan area is 
projected to worsen by as much as 23% by 2040. Several key transportation elements, 
including the I-270 interchange, have yet to be built, despite decades of recommendations. 

Allow Councilwoman’s Balcombe Sponsored Study To Be Completed First 

Councilmember Marilyn Balcombe’s amendment, overwhelmingly passed during the M-83 
County Council vote, calls for a comprehensive Upcounty traƯic study, including the corridor 
between Clarksburg and Montgomery Village Avenue. Removing the interchange before this 
study is even initiated undermines the integrity of data-driven planning. Removing this 
interchange now eliminates yet another potential option for traƯic relief following the 
removal of M-83.   

Environmental Goals Can Coexist with Smart Infrastructure 

I recognize the importance of protecting the local environment and that is wisely mentioned 
throughout the Gateway Sector Plan.  However, strategic interchange design can minimize 
environmental impact while still supporting regional mobility. Early Planning staƯ 
remarks/slides in the Sector process acknowledged that interchange design could be 
refined, not removed entirely. In addition, the Sector Plan Web landing page outlines the 
county’s commitment to balancing ecological preservation with infrastructure needs. This 
can be done.  

WHAT I’M ASKING 

I respectfully request that the Planning Board: 

•  Retain the I-270 interchange in the Sector Plan now.  Simply pass an amendment to 
retain it. Let the Upcounty traƯic study (Balcombe) be completed and publicly reviewed. 

•  Evaluate interchange alternatives that incorporate environmental safeguards and 
multimodal access. 
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•  Engage community stakeholders in a transparent process that reflects both mobility 
needs and sustainability goals after the traƯic study is completed.  

Removing the interchange now would be a disservice to the residents, commuters, and 
future growth of Clarksburg. Let’s not close the door to a vital infrastructure option before 
we’ve gathered the facts and heard from the community based on the facts. 



From: Robins, Steven A.
To: Harris, Artie; MCP-Chair
Cc: Pedoeem, Mitra; Linden, Josh; Bartley, Shawn; Hedrick, James; Bob Elliott; Mike Alexander; Casey Blair Anderson

(canderson@rodgers.com); gunterberg@rodgers.com; Sartori, Jason; Kronenberg, Robert; Butler, Patrick;
Zeigler, Donnell; Larson, Clark; Ballo, Rebeccah; marilyn.balcolmbe@montgomerycountymd.gov; Brockmyer,
Richard; Christopher R. Conklin (christopher.conklin@montgomerycountymd.gov)

Subject: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan - Testimony for the September 25, 2025 Public Hearing
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 2:49:01 PM
Attachments: River Falls Hearing Submission.pdf
Importance: High
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Dear Chair Harris and Members of the Planning Board: 
 
Please find attached a letter from me along with attachments that I would like to submit
into the Official Public Record for the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan. As you know, the
public hearing is scheduled for September 25, 2025. On behalf of the River Falls LLC
team (formerly Lantian Development), we greatly appreciate your consideration of our
position. Bob Elliott will be testifying at the hearing, and we are likely to submit
additional documents into the record (including but not limited to a copy of Mr. Elliott’s
testimony and the accompanying slide deck) before the record closes, which we have
been advised by Staff may be October 3, 2025. 
 
Thank you very much.
 
Steven Robins
_______________________________________________
Steven A. Robins, Attorney
Lerch, Early & Brewer, Chtd. rising to every challenge for 75 years
7600 Wisconsin Ave | Suite 700 | Bethesda, MD 20814
T 301-657-0747 | F 301-347-1778 | Cell 301-252-1904
sarobins@lerchearly.com|Bio

Subscribe to the Zoned In blog

Attention: This message is sent from a law firm ​and may contain information that is privileged or confidential. If you received this
communication in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you. ​

​​​​

www.lerchearly.com
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September 23, 2025 
 
By Electronic Mail 
 
Artie Harris, Chair 
and Members of the Montgomery County Planning Board 
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission 
2425 Reedie Drive, 14th Floor 
Wheaton, Maryland 20902 
 
Re:  Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan – Public Hearing on Working Draft 
 September 25, 2025, Written Testimony for the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan –  
 River Falls LLC (formerly Lantian Development), Owner of the Comsat Site 
 
Dear Chair Harris and Members of the Planning Board: 

On behalf of River Falls Investments LLC, formerly known as Lantian Development LLC 
(now jointly, “River Falls”), and the current owner of the Comsat Site in Clarksburg, Maryland, we 
respectfully submit this letter and accompanying materials for inclusion in the official record of the 
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan. 

Included in this submission are previously submitted written materials, which remain highly 
relevant to the Planning Board’s deliberations: 

A. Letter dated July 31, 2025, from Robert Elliott commenting on the Working Draft of 
the Sector Plan. 

B. Letter dated June 4, 2025, from Robert Elliott addressing the Preliminary 
Recommendations and briefing before the Planning Board. 

C. Email from Steven A. Robins, counsel for River Falls, dated March 26, 2025, 
commenting on the Sector Plan’s Emerging Ideas Briefing. 

D. Letter from Steven A. Robins and Elizabeth C. Rogers, counsel for River Falls, 
dated January 21, 2025, to Karen Burditt, Chair of the Montgomery County Historic 
Preservation Commission, forwarding written testimony from Robert Elliott, 
Kathryn Kuranda, Senior Vice President of Goodwin & Associates, and a letter 
dated January 21, 2025, from CBRE discussing the potential reuse of the property. 
All these materials relate to the HPC hearing on January 22, 2025, concerning the 
property. We stand by this testimony and fully support the findings made by Historic 
Preservation Technical Staff as referenced herein. 

E. Letter dated February 13, 2024, from Steven A. Robins, counsel for River Falls, to 
Artie Harris, Chair, and Patrick Butler, Chief Upcounty, regarding the County 
Executive’s FY 25 Capital Budget and FY 25–FY 30 CIP – Transportation 
Elements.  
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F.  Letter dated January 30, 2024, from Robert Elliott to Patrick Butler and Christopher 
Conklin, Director MCDOT regarding the proposed alignment of the Observation 
Drive Extension and Phase 1 design timing. 

River Falls plans to submit copies of Robert Elliott’s testimony and the accompanying slide 
deck he will present at the September 25, 2025, hearing, along with supplemental memoranda, 
analyses, and other materials before the public record closes, which we have been advised will 
likely be October 3, 2023.   

We thank the Planning Staff for the time and effort they have dedicated over the past few 
years to meet regularly with our team to discuss the Comsat property and its potential within the 
Sector Plan. The attention given to this Sector Plan shows how important it is, not only for the 
Upcounty but also for Montgomery County as a whole, to get it right so the Plan can meet the 
County’s economic development and housing goals.   

We especially commend the Historic Preservation Staff for their expertise and for hiring a 
professional consultant to evaluate the Comsat building, which ultimately led to the decision not to 
designate it or the property as historic. By removing this obstacle, the Plan can now unlock the 
property’s potential to support the County’s economic development and housing goals. However, 
despite this progress, the current draft of the Plan still does not fully meet the goal of advancing 
those priorities. We now need to find ways to address the remaining issues, of which there are 
many, so the Comsat property can fulfill its potential to create jobs, housing, and opportunities for 
Montgomery County residents.  

In our view, the Plan has two main problems: (1) the Comsat site needs direct access to I-
270 (via Exit 17) to reach its full potential, and (2) the Staff's proposed requirements result in huge 
land constraints significantly reducing the available land for development to less than one-quarter of 
the property. The details are complex, but the key points are clear. Also, without the possibility of 
the interchange, River Falls will struggle to market the site to major commercial, retail, and life 
science tenants, and without more land, there will be limited opportunities to meet the desired levels 
of development and economic growth that the Plan aims for and needs to achieve.  The Plan must 
dial back the amount of land constrained because every acre we lose to these constraints results in 
housing that does not get built, priority economic development that goes elsewhere, transit riders 
who forego riding public transportation, and jobs that, once again, are not created.  

Collectively, the materials we are submitting emphasize a key and urgent theme: the 
Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan offers a unique—and once-in-a-lifetime—opportunity to shape the 
future of the Comsat property in a way that fully encourages economic development. This rare 
chance can lead to a plan for transformative mixed-use growth, positioning the site to compete for a 
Fortune 100 company and promoting regional expansion. If crafted properly, this Plan will help 
Montgomery County regain a competitive edge with its neighboring jurisdictions.   

Instead of seizing the rare opportunity of a 200-acre site under the control of a single owner, 
the Plan pares down the development acreage to just under 50 acres.  This is more than a technical 
adjustment – it represents a lost opportunity.  The Plan stacks overly ambitious environmental, 
transportation, urban design, and recreational goals on top of each other, leading to a substantial loss 
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of developable land, from over 200 acres to less than 50 acres, as mentioned earlier. This overly 
restrictive approach undermines the very economic potential the Plan should promote. 

The recommendation to eliminate the long-planned Exit 17 interchange off I-270 presents a 
major obstacle to achieving the Plan’s goals for a “complete community” that can attract retail, jobs, 
and housing. This interchange is not just about convenience—it is a key element for regional 
connectivity and economic health. Its removal would limit access, hinder growth, and diminish the 
strategic importance of the Comsat Site. As Mr. Elliott’s testimony states, removing this interchange 
would be devastating for attracting tenants who can bring jobs and retail to the area.  Eliminating the 
possibility of an interchange would also put unnecessary stress on the local road network, require 
costly and disruptive intersection widening that could jeopardize Vision Zero goals, and potentially 
jeopardize the prospects for dedicated bus lanes on Observation Drive. 

The issues outlined in this correspondence and Mr. Elliott’s testimony are the most critical 
problems we have identified. Other impactful restrictions are presented as single sentences or brief 
paragraphs throughout the Draft Plan. Given the time for public testimony, our silence on these 
points should not be interpreted as agreement with them. We plan to address these in a supplemental 
filing and/or during the Board’s work sessions. 

In summary, here are the solutions we endorse for our main points: 

1. Do not designate the property historic. 
2. Keep Exit 17 as a potential alternative. Do not remove it from the plan. 
3. Limit and rationalize excessive land takes and restrictions. 
4. Implement the Constellation Parks String of Pearls concept. 
5. Create a plan for market-ready development types. Include surface parking and 

horizontal formats that can succeed and enable a more vertical typology to develop over 
time. 

6. Maintain visibility for jobs and retail while establishing the framework for economic 
development as a top priority. 

We appreciate the opportunity to testify before the Board and would be happy to answer any 
questions the Board may have during the hearing and in upcoming work sessions. We have invested 
significant time, effort, and funds into this sector planning effort and welcome the chance to share 
our work with the Board during its work sessions. We come before the Board with a spirit of 
unwavering cooperation. Our goal is to seize this generational opportunity and position the 
Clarksburg Gateway and the property to deliver a transformative project that promotes substantial 
economic development, expands our much-needed housing stock, and, just as importantly, helps 
restore Montgomery County’s reputation as a highly desirable, dynamic, and vibrant place to live 
and work. 
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Sincerely, 

LERCH, EARLY & BREWER, CHARTERED 
 
 Steven A. Robins  
By:  _____________________________ 
  Steven A. Robins  
  7600 Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 700 
  Bethesda, MD 20814 
  301-657-0747 
  sarobins@lerchearly.com 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cc :  Robert Elliott 
 Mike Alexander 
 The Honorable Marilyn Balcombe 
 Jason Sartori 
 Robert Kronenberg 
 Christopher Conklin 
 Patrick Butler 
 Donnell Ziegler 
 Clark Larson 
 Rebeccah Ballo 

Richard Brockmyer 
 Gary Unterberg 
 Casey Anderson 
  









































































































































From: M Schoenbaum
To: MCP-Chair
Cc:  
Subject: Fw: testimony for Planning Board item 10 Sept. 25, 2025 meeeting
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 9:55:58 PM
Attachments: COMSAT PB testimony 9 2025.pdf

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

Dear Chair Harris and members of the Planning Board,

The Boyds Historical Society supports the attached testimony.

The COMSAT building is one of the most architecturally and historically significant
buildings in Montgomery County. It should and can be preserved and re-used, not
demolished. In addition, permission to demolish would set a bad precedent of
rewarding demolition by neglect.

Thank you,

Miriam Schoenbaum
President, Boyds Historical Society

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Susan Cooke Soderberg 
To: MCP-Chair <mcp-chair@mncppc-mc.org>
Cc: ; >; 

>; >; 
>; >; 

>;  >;
 < >; >;

>; >;
; >; 
>; >; >;

>
Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 at 10:22:48 AM EDT
Subject: testimony for Planning Board item 10 Sept. 25, 2025 meeeting

Dear Chair Harris and Members of the Planning Board,

Attached please find testimony from Montgomery Preservation, Inc. for the public hearing on September
25, 2025, specifically Item 10.

Thank you for your consideration.
Susan Cooke Soderberg,President
Germantown Historical Society
https://www.germantownmdhistory.org 
P.O. Box 475, Germantown, MD 20875



Germantown Historical Society 

P.O. Box 475, Germantown, MD 20875 

https://www.germantownmdhistory.org 

 

Re: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan – COMSAT -- Public Hearing 9/25/2025   
       

To Chairman Harris and Members of the Montgomery County Planning Board: 
 
The COMSAT laboratory buildings have been recommended by the Maryland Historical Trust for 

designation on the National Register of Historic Places based on being designed by an 

important architect and that it represents a national level of significance in the area of science, 

engineering and communications -- with the notation that it is the last surviving building by 

that architect in Maryland and that it may also meet the criterion of “exceptional importance.” 

The HPC staff reports that the property meets six of Montgomery County’s nine criteria for 

designation. 

 

County Planning staff say that the building’s historical significance is superseded by the 

projection that it does not meet the goals of providing employment in the I-270 corridor -- 

when only one alternative use for the building was explored, that of housing, even though 

several others were suggested by County citizens and during the 2007 charette attended by the 

architect of the building and several local architects and historians. So the Planning Board 

recommends that this historic gem – a representation of the importance of Montgomery 

County in the nation’s history, comparable architecturally only to the Naval Medical building 

or the local Mormon Temple – be allowed to be torn down. This is a reversal of priorities. We 

should be showcasing our wonderful historical assets and educating our citizens, not destroying 

them for shoebox housing that can be placed elsewhere. 

 

The COMSAT building is National Register eligible and should be placed on the County’s Master 

Plan for Historic Designation, not only because it is an example of futuristic “high technology 

style” architecture by a famous architect, but because it tells the true story of our nation’s first 

venture into communication by satellites, and our first endeavor to use our technical 

knowledge for the benefit of all. Did you know that the United States was the first country to 

launch a communications satellite into space? Today there are thousands orbiting earth. Where 

would we be today without this innovative knowledge? This building provides material 

evidence of these historical facts. It is important to the preservation of our nation’s history! 

 



 

 

As a historical organization it is our mission and duty to protect and preserve material evidence 

of the history of our locality, our state and our nation. Without these primary sources 

alternative "histories" can be created. Any exploration of world history will reveal how a 

government’s control of the historical narrative can allow propaganda to manipulate the minds 

of the people. This is especially easy in our fast-paced and interconnected electronic society. So, 

it is of utmost importance in this day and age that we safeguard our precious fragments of 

evidence of true historical facts tp keep our citizens from influence by false histories.  

 

Montgomery County should purchase and restore this highly important building for the benefit 

of all. It could be a museum, an entertainment center, a school, a local meeting place – or a 

combination of any or all of these. To allow this nationally significant building to be torn down 

is a travesty and will be a black mark on the history of Montgomery County. 

 

With Gratitude and consideration, signed: 

Germantown Historical Society Board 
Susan Cooke Soderberg 
Kristen Walker Staley 
Wayne Tobiassen 
Norm Gordon 
Cheyenne Neff 
Kari Hill 
Fernanda Giongo 

 



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2025 8:01:03 AM

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

Hello,

I am a resident in the Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan area. I've been attending the
listening sessions learning about the new plan over the past few months.

I appreciate the vision in this plan — new housing, parks, transit, and mixed-use areas. It
sounds exciting! But what’s missing is a real commitment to the infrastructure that makes
all of that actually work for the people already here, and those still to come.

Infrastructure that ensures access and mobility is a necessity, not a luxury.  And right now,
we simply don’t have it. We continue to lack reliable east-west connectivity and redundancy
in our road network. Whether it’s the removal of the planned Exit 17 interchange,
incomplete local street connections, or the fact that the promised BRT system still hasn’t
materialized, it all sends a clear message: this community’s access needs are being
overlooked.

Access to infrastructure is not optional. It’s essential to daily life. It's essential to how
families move, how workers reach jobs, how emergency vehicles respond, and how
neighborhoods function. When roads don’t connect, when transit is an afterthought, and
when infrastructure falls behind development, families pay the price, in time, in opportunity,
and in quality of life.

That’s why I firmly oppose the recommendation to eliminate the planned Interchange 17
from the Master Plan of Highways and Transitways. Clarksburg needs functional east-west
connectivity and the ability to attract vital economic development opportunities.

In addition, I urge you to expedite the realignment of Observation Drive through the plan
area. This is an opportunity to build smarter, more resilient infrastructure — but it needs to
happen in coordination with future development, not decades later.

At the heart of all of this is one simple idea: put people at the center of the plan.

Fix the fragmented street network.



Deliver reliable, connected transit.

Build the critical connections — like Exit 17 — that support mobility and economic 
development.

Please, don’t make us wait decades for basic infrastructure. Infrastructure should not feel
like a privilege — it should be a fundamental part of any growing, inclusive community.

Give Clarksburg a fighting chance to succeed.

Thank you,





The COMSAT Site as Montgomery County’s Last, Best Opportunity 
 

The COMSAT property represents over 200 acres under unified ownership, in a location already 
designated for growth.  It is unique in the County’s land inventory and provides the last major 
opportunity to build a truly mixed-use life sciences campus with office, residential, retail, and 
supporting amenities. 

Montgomery County has struggled to attract or retain major employers in recent years, losing 
opportunities to competing jurisdictions in Virginia and elsewhere. We cannot afford to squander 
the COMSAT site by constraining development acreage to less than 50 acres or by removing the 
interstate access that employers view as non-negotiable. 

The property has the scale to host: 

• Life sciences research and office clusters, anchoring the Upcounty with high-wage 
jobs. 

• Retail and restaurants, finally meeting the long-stated goal of giving residents places to 
shop and dine without leaving Clarksburg. 

• Housing integrated with jobs, creating true live–work–play functionality and reducing 
commute miles. 

Montgomery County leaders often speak of economic competitiveness, but this Plan, as currently 
drafted, risks doing the opposite — strangling one of the few sites that could attract a Fortune 
100-level employer. 

Countywide Economic Impact 
 

The broader economic stakes are real: 
• Clarksburg is not the only beneficiary; the entire County stands to gain. 
• A strong COMSAT development would expand the tax base, generate thousands of 

jobs, and reinforce Montgomery County’s reputation as a hub for life sciences and 
innovation. 

• Without it, we will continue to watch companies choose Loudoun County, Fairfax, or 
Frederick for their expansions — areas that offer both land and highway access. 

In short, this is about more than Clarksburg. It is about whether Montgomery County can seize 
one of its last opportunities to create a competitive employment center in the 21st century 
economy. 

The Pattern of Broken Promises 
 

This debate must be seen in light of past failures. The original Clarksburg Town Center plan 
included significant commercial capacity, but after the Ten Mile Creek controversy, that capacity 
was stripped away.  As a result: 

• The promised office and retail core never materialized. 
• A hospital that might have located in Clarksburg instead chose Germantown. 
• Residents were left with long commutes and limited local services. 





From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Re: Automatic reply: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2025 8:04:05 AM

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

 Clarksburg MD 20871

On Sep 24, 2025, at 8:01 AM, MCP-Chair <mcp-chair@mncppc-mc.org> wrote:

 
Thank you for contacting the Planning Board Chair’s Office. This confirms receipt of
your message for distribution to appropriate staff to review. If you have submitted an
inquiry, we will respond in a timely manner. You may also leave a voice message at
(301) 495-4605 and a staff member will return your call.
 
IMPORTANT: If you have submitted written testimony for a Planning Board item,
please be sure to include your mailing address to satisfy proper noticing requirements.
If this was not already included, please reply to this email with that
information. Written testimony submitted before the deadline of 12pm, two business
days before the scheduled Planning Board meeting, will be distributed to the Board and
staff and included in the public record. Written testimony received after the deadline
will only be distributed to staff to review.
 
For more information about the Chair’s Office, please visit:
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/



From:
To: MCP-Chair
Subject: Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan to remove I-270 Exit 16
Date: Wednesday, September 24, 2025 2:56:29 PM

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

Good afternoon, 

Clarksburg Gateway Sector Plan to remove I-270 Exit 16, please do not consider
this as an option. Exit 16 is needed, and as a long time resident this will make
traffic unbearable. Traffic over the last 30 years is already terrible...every day.

Please vote against removing any Exits from i270.

Sincerely,




