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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

This technical report presents a detailed evaluation of historic architectural resources found in 
the area of potential effects (APE) of the Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT) Bus Rapid Transit 
Build Alternative. The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA), plans to construct the Build Alternative operating along a nine-
mile corridor from the Metropolitan Grove MARC Station to the Shady Grove Metrorail Station 
in the cities of Gaithersburg and Rockville in Montgomery County, Maryland (see Figure 1 in 
Appendix A).  

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (36 CFR 
§ 800), FTA is taking into account the effects of the CCT undertaking on historic properties.  
FTA is working with MTA, the project sponsor, to identify architectural historic properties 
within the APE and assess effects on these historic properties. This process is being completed 
through consultation among MTA and other interested parties. The Maryland Historical Trust 
(MHT) Library information on previously identified historic resources, field work, and 
additional research were used to identify historic properties in the APE (see Figure 8 in 
Appendix A). The APE is the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may 
directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties (36 CFR § 
800.16(d)).    

The three properties previously determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP) and one newly identified historic property are summarized in Table S-1. The three 
previously identified historic properties are the Metropolitan Branch, Baltimore and Ohio (B & 
O) Railroad (M: 37-16), Ward House/Belward Farm (M: 20-21), and England/Crown Farm (M: 
20-17). Addenda were created for the Ward House/Belward Farm and England/Crown Farm as 
part of this study (see Appendix B). Contributing and non-contributing elements to the NRHP 
significance of the Ward House/Belward Farm historic district are identified. The reevaluation of 
England/Crown Farm indicates this historic district lost integrity due to ongoing development 
and demolition resulting from a fire. While the property is no longer eligible under Criterion A, 
the Victorian farmhouse is still eligible under Criterion C because it retains integrity to remain a 
well-preserved example of high Victorian vernacular building forms of the period. Evaluation of 
the National Institute of Standards and Technology Headquarters (M: 20-47) finds this federal 
property eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C. Contributing and non-contributing 
elements to the NRHP significance of the property are identified within the project APE. Three 
other properties more than 45 years old were also evaluated, but found not eligible are the 
Maryland State Highway Administration Maintenance Facility (M: 21-263), and two single-
family residences at 895 and 899 Quince Orchard Road. Appendix B contains the MHT 
Determination of Eligibility Forms and Short Forms for Ineligible Resources for the NRHP 
evaluated properties. The effects of the CCT to historic properties will be assessed by FTA in 
consultation with MHT and the additional consulting parties. 
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Table S-1. Historic Architectural Resources in the CCT APE 

MIHP # Name/Location 
NRHP 

Category 
NRHP Status and Significance 

M: 37-16 

Metropolitan 
Branch, 

Baltimore and 
Ohio (B & O) 

Railroad  

Extending through 
Montgomery 
County, from 
Takoma Park 
northwest to 
Dickerson 

District 

Eligible-Criterion A for its association with the 
transportation industry, as well as the agricultural 

and residential development of Montgomery 
County and Criterion C for its extant station 

buildings and engineering structures which are 
contributing elements to the significance of the 

rail line. 

M: 20-21 

Ward 
House/Belward 

Farm 

10425 Darnestown 
Road (MD 28) 

Rockville 

District 
and 

Building 

Eligible-Criterion A as a historic district because 
it is a cohesive and good representative example 

of a late nineteenth to mid-twentieth century 
dairy farm in Montgomery County and Criterion 
C as a good example of a 19th century farmhouse 

ornamented with high Victorian design 
aesthetics. 

M: 20-17 

England/Crown 
Farm 

605 Steinbeck 
Avenue 

Gaithersburg 

Building 

Eligible-Criterion C because the main 
farmhouse is a well-preserved example of high 

Victorian vernacular building forms of the 
period. 

M: 20-47 

National Institute 
of Standards and 

Technology 
Headquarters 

100 Bureau Drive 

 Gaithersburg 

District 
and 

Building 

Eligible-Criterion A as the culmination of the 
growth and development of a government agency 

that has played an important role in the 
development of American science and industry 

through standardizations of measurements, 
temperature, light, and time and Criterion C for 
exemplifying the Modernist design philosophy, 

making effective use of modern materials, 
components, noteworthy landscaping, and site 
design.  The Administration Building is also 

individually eligible as a successful example of 
the GSA’s application of the International Style. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

This historic architectural technical report for the Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT) Bus Rapid 
Transit Project in Montgomery County, Maryland (see Appendix A, Figure 1) identifies and 
evaluates potential historic properties in the defined area of potential effects (APE). The 
document also describes consultation efforts and public involvement activities.  Historic 
properties are defined as properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP). This document was prepared in compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 
§ 800).  The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency for the purposes of 
Section 106 and the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) is the project sponsor for this 
undertaking, delegated legal responsibility to comply with Section 106 in accordance with 
federal law (36 CFR § 800.2(a)).  The effects of the CCT undertaking on historic properties will 
be assessed by FTA and MTA in consultation with the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) and 
additional consulting parties. 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A. Project Purpose and Need 

1. Purpose 

The purpose of the CCT is to provide enhanced transit service in the Interstate 270 corridor in 
Montgomery County.  The CCT project would provide the following in the study area corridor, 
which extends from the Metropolitan Grove MARC Station to the Shady Grove Metrorail Red 
Line Station (see Appendix A, Figure 1): 

 Improve inter-modal connections in the corridor 

 Increase transit capacity and meet transit demand 

 Enhance mobility and provide congestion relief 

 Support economic development and local government master plans to enhance the 
livability of communities in the corridor 

 Improve regional air quality by increasing transit use  

2. Needs 

There are five specific needs to be addressed by this project: 

 Lack of connections between existing transit routes (including MARC, Metrorail and the 
local bus network)  
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 Existing transit service is at or near capacity and transit demand and ridership are 
forecasted to grow in the future 

 Roadway congestion contributes to unpredictable and slow travel times for automobiles 
and buses in the corridor  

 Demand for managed growth and economic development in the region continues to grow 
in number of households and employment 

 Regional goal to improve air quality by providing alternatives to automobile usage 

B. Alternatives Evaluated 

Two alternatives are being advanced for the CCT project: a No-Build and a Build Alternative.  
These alternatives will be evaluated and compared for their ability to address the project purpose 
and need and environmental impacts.  These alternatives will be included in the Environmental 
Assessment (EA) which is being prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act. 

1. No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build Alternative is the baseline against which the environmental impacts of the Build 
Alternative is compared.  It consists of the existing road and transit network, as well as planned 
and programmed improvements in the approved regional plan.  The No-Build Alternative 
represents the future conditions of transportation facilities and services in 2035 if the CCT is not 
built. Under the No-Build Alternative, travelers in the area would continue to rely on existing 
roadways, bus service, and rail stations as they are currently configured with no substantial 
changes.   

2. Build Alternative 

The Build Alternative includes Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on the proposed CCT alignment. The 
transitway would primarily be surface running with grade-separated crossings of selected 
roadways at busy intersections as well as over the CSX Railroad near Metropolitan Grove. 
Service on the CCT would be provided with two distinct bus routes. The CCT Direct Service 
route would operate between the Shady Grove and Metropolitan Grove stations of the CCT, 
stopping at every station along the transitway. It would operate on an exclusive, dedicated 
transitway. The CCT Service via Universities at Shady Grove (USG) would operate along the 
transitway, stopping at all stations, but would divert off the transitway to serve two additional 
stations using the existing roadway network. 

a. Alignment Description 

The proposed route of the CCT transitway would begin at Metropolitan Grove MARC Station at-
grade on the south side of the CSX right-of-way, turning southbound to the west side of Quince 
Orchard Road before crossing to the east side of the road at the intersection of Clopper 
Road/West Diamond Avenue.  The transitway would continue on the east side of Quince 
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Orchard Road, crossing over to the west side of Great Seneca Highway, and continuing on the 
median of Muddy Branch Road. The transitway would turn east at the intersection of Muddy 
Branch Road and Belward Campus Drive, a proposed roadway that would run through the 
Belward Farm development connecting Muddy Branch Road to Johns Hopkins Drive. 
Continuing in the median of the Belward Campus Drive and John Hopkins Drive, the transitway 
would continue across Key West Avenue to the median of a new roadway proposed through the 
Public Safety Training Academy (PSTA) redevelopment. 

The transitway would cross Great Seneca Highway onto Medical Center Drive, then turn north 
on Broschart Road crossing Key West Avenue to the west side of Diamondback Drive. At the 
intersection of Diamondback Drive/Decoverly Drive, the transitway would move into the median 
of Decoverly Drive. The alignment continues north through Crown Farm development, which is 
currently under construction along Decoverly Drive. Turning east, the transitway would continue 
in the proposed median of Fields Road, and then proceed east onto an aerial structure which 
would carry the CCT over I-270 and Shady Grove Road. Once past Shady Grove Road, the 
alignment would return to grade before the entrance to the Sheraton Rockville and continue in 
the median of King Farm Boulevard. The transitway would cross MD 355 at-grade into the 
median of Shady Grove Metro Access Road. The transitway would then utilize the roadway 
around the existing parking lot at the Metro Station. The eastern terminus station for the CCT is 
the Shady Grove Station adjacent to the Shady Grove Metro Station. 

The CCT Service via USG would operate along the CCT Direct Service transitway, stopping at 
all stations, but would divert off the transitway to serve two additional stations.  This service via 
USG would operate as a one-way loop in mixed traffic beginning southbound on Great Seneca 
Highway, turning eastbound onto Darnestown Road, southbound on Traville Gateway Drive 
East, westbound on Shady Grove Road, northbound on Traville Gateway Drive West, and 
northbound on Great Seneca Highway.  

The 14 stations for the CCT would be specially designed with CCT branding for easy 
recognition by transit users. Stations would include shelters, seating, fare machines, and both 
fixed and variable signage to provide customers with information on the CCT route and services 
as well as current operations. Safe access for pedestrians and parking for bikes would be 
provided at all CCT stations. The CCT would include parking at five stations: Shady Grove, 
Crown Farm, Life Sciences Center (LSC) West, Kentlands, and Metropolitan Grove. 

b. Service and Operations 

The CCT would feature BRT, a premium bus service operating on an exclusive transitway 
(separate from vehicular traffic), featuring 30-35 articulated, high capacity, rubber-tire modern 
vehicles equipped with multiple entry ways, off board fare payment and collection, and other 
amenities. To maintain the CCT vehicles, an operations and maintenance (O & M) facility would 
be located near the Metropolitan Grove MARC Station. The service would be scheduled at 
regular intervals for predictability and utilize grade separation, transit signal priority and queue 
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jumping at intersections where appropriate for reliability. Frequency of service would be every 6 
minutes during peak periods and every 10 minutes during off-peak times for the CCT Direct 
Service. One-way travel time on the CCT from Metropolitan Grove to Shady Grove would be 37 
minutes. The CCT Service via USG buses would operate every 15 minutes. The BRT system 
would be “branded” to distinguish it as a premium transit system similar in scope and quality to 
light rail. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

A. Research Methods  

Background research was conducted to identify previously documented architectural properties 
in the APE, and to help establish a context for the potential significance of historic properties. 
Research material from the MHT Library located at 100 Community Place, Crownsville 
Maryland (March 19, 2013 visit) and information from previous Section 106 documents, namely 
those for the I-270/US 15 Multi-Modal Corridor Study, were used to identify previously 
documented resources and gather any data concerning possible historic properties not yet 
identified within the APE (36 CFR § 800.4(a)(2)). The record search included a review of all 
previously identified historic resources, such as those listed on or eligible for the NRHP, and 
those documented on the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties (MIHP). 

In addition to the record search at the MHT Library, general and property-specific contextual 
research was conducted of the project area to identify significant local historical events and 
personages, development patterns, and unique interpretations of architectural styles. Historic 
maps and photographs, deed records, newspapers, and other resources related to the history, 
geography, and architecture of the project area were consulted during the research. This research 
was conducted on January 11, 2013; September 9 and 30, 2013; October 2 and 4, 2013; January 
27, 2014; June 19, 2014; and July 16 and 18, 2014, at the following repositories and online 
locations: 

 Belward Farm – interview with a caretaker 

 Dat.state.md.us – current property ownership and build years  

 Enoch Pratt Free Library, Maryland Department (400 Cathedral Street, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21201) – city of Gaithersburg, Montgomery County agricultural, and National 
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) histories in books and vertical files with 
newspaper articles, pamphlets and other paper resources 

 Gaithersburg Community Museum (9 South Summit Avenue, Gaithersburg, Maryland 
20877) – city of Gaithersburg history 

 Gaithersburghistory.com – historic photographs 
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 Historicaerials.com – historic aerial photographs and US Geological Survey topographic 
maps 

 Maryland State Highway Administration (707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21202) – original plan sheets, current map, and staff member interviews  

 Mdlandrec.net – deed records 

 Montgomerycountymd.gov – historic aerial photographs 

 Montgomery County Historical Society (42 West Middle Lane, Rockville, Maryland 
20850) – a 1917 Montgomery County real estate atlas, and The Gazette, Montgomery 
County Sentinel and The Washington Star newspaper articles and publications on NIST  

 Nist.gov – books published by NIST and NIST centennial history 

 NIST Research Library – historic photographs of the Gaithersburg NIST headquarters 
and staff member interviews and correspondence 

 Proquest.com – The Baltimore Sun, Chicago Tribune, The Christian Science Monitor, 
The New York Times, The Washington Post, and The Washington Post and Times Herald 
newspaper articles 

 Streetsofwashington.com – history of original NIST headquarters location in 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Field Methods 

On January 11, 2013, a field visit conducted on foot and by auto helped delineate the historic 
architectural APE.  Photographs and notes were taken based on the potential limits of 
disturbance (LOD) for the undertaking, as well as the indirect effect potential, namely visual, 
atmospheric, and audible.  

Architectural field surveys were conducted after studying record search results from the MHT 
Library, the APE, photographs and notes taken during the APE field visit, and historic and 
contemporary maps.  These surveys took place on foot, from Fall of 2013 to Summer of 2014, at 
the following resources and on these dates: 

 Metropolitan Branch, Baltimore and Ohio (B & O) Railroad on October 11 and 
November 27, 2013 

 Ward Farm/Belward Farm on January 16 and July 18, 2014 

 England/Crown Farm on January 11, 2013 and July 18, 2014 

 Maryland State Highway Administration Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility on 
November 27, 2013 
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 National Institute of Standards and Technology Headquarters on July 16 and August 
22, 2014  

 895 and 899 Quince Orchard Road on January 16, 2014 

The purpose of the field surveys was to identify any buildings, structures, objects, sites, or 
features located within the APE that are greater than 45 years of age. The Secretary of the 
Interior guidelines for NRHP listing and eligibility are generally for buildings, structures, 
objects, sites, and districts 50 years of age or older.  However, consistent with common cultural 
resource management practices, the age limit was lowered for this undertaking to account for 
lead-time between the preparation of environmental documentation and actual project 
construction. 

Previously identified and evaluated historic properties were observed to verify if they still stand 
and retain the integrity contributing to their significance. Notes from visual observations were 
recorded and photographs were taken, and later used to develop the building descriptions, 
historic context, and NRHP evaluations on the newly identified properties. Property access was 
limited to the exteriors from public right-of-way for 895 and 899 Quince Orchard Road. 

IV. HISTORIC CONTEXT 

A. Contact and Settlement Period (1608-1750) 

Captain John Smith first surveyed the Chesapeake region during his exploration of the bay and 
its upper reaches in 1608.  Smith’s investigation of the Chesapeake provided a glimpse of the 
vast natural resources in the bay area, encouraging colonists to settle the territory.  By the early 
1620s, William Claiborne established a Native American trading post on Watson’s Island near 
the mouth of the Susquehanna River (Johnson, 1989:7).  In March of 1634, a group of colonists 
sent by Cecil Calvert, the second Lord Baltimore, landed first on St. Clement’s Island, then 
moved on to found St. Mary’s City in southern Maryland.  Colonization continued to bring 
settlers into the reaches of the Chesapeake Bay, spreading settlements around the rim of the 
watershed.  Richard Bennett’s group of Virginian Puritans initially settled at Providence in Anne 
Arundel County, across the Severn River from present-day Annapolis (Luckenbach, 1995; Read, 
1993).  Numerous tidal estuaries along the western side of the bay provided access to the 
northern portion of the county and the Providence settlers migrated over the next two decades, 
moving into southern Anne Arundel County and north into Howard, Harford, and Baltimore 
Counties. 

The first Montgomery County land patent was recorded in 1688 along Rock Creek. Immigrants 
from Ireland, England and Wales quickly settled the area and began clearing the land of forest, 
and planting crops and tobacco (Montgomery County, 2008).  By 1690, the provincial 
government established a system of counties across the entire Chesapeake region of Maryland. 
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Although Lord Calvert initially established Maryland’s colonial capital in St. Mary’s City, the 
seat of government had moved to Annapolis by 1690.  Grants were given for Montgomery 
County land after 1715, though no roads had been established. Most grants went to influential 
men and tobacco merchants.  In 1745, a county was created in the northwestern portion of 
Maryland and was named Frederick County, in honor of the then Prince of Wales (MacMaster 
and Hiebert, 1976).  

Initially, Native Americans and colonists lived in harmony and established trade practices.  
Slowly, their relationship disintegrated and Native Americans were forced out of their traditional 
territory and pushed west.  By the end of the 1600s, few Native Americans were left on the 
eastern shore of Maryland, which left the land open to further colonization (MacMaster and 
Hiebert, 1976). 

Farmers raised tobacco as the primary commercial crop in the region.  Small, interspersed farms 
along interior drainages varied in size from a few hundred to several thousand acres. This labor-
intensive crop used slaves and servants to help grow and harvest the leaves.  Tobacco not only 
functioned as the principal commercial crop, but also served as legal currency for debt payments 
and civil obligations (Land, 1974).  Some tobacco farmers combined their leafy crops with land 
speculation, shipping, banking, manufacturing and other interests to increase their personal 
wealth (Land, 1974).  The expansion of financial and commercial pursuits allowed these 
merchant farmers to own and operate the stores, warehouses, and wharf facilities utilized by the 
smaller planters who used store credit to purchase supplies and paid their debts with tobacco.  
This barter and credit economy kept many of the small farmers, who leased their land, from 
achieving financial stability, forcing them to rely on a limited resource pool for their farming 
needs (Stiverson, 1977). 

B. Rural Agrarian Intensification Period (1750-1815) 

Tobacco served as the main currency in Maryland and became the dominant cash crop. Virginia 
was considered to have grown the best quality tobacco, and Maryland tobacco was deemed of a 
lesser quality.  English merchants preferred to trade only with Virginians as they had adopted a 
standard of quality. Eventually, Maryland farmers and merchants created the Maryland Tobacco 
Inspection Act.  

Once Maryland was on equal footing with Virginia, the land was open to speculators. Large 
tracts of land were purchased and tenancy was established.  Tenant farmers cleared large plots of 
land and the increased production of tobacco lowered prices.  The lower prices and therefore 
lowered profitability made it increasingly harder for tenant farmers to purchase land.  While the 
Tobacco Stamp Act standardized the quality of tobacco, it became increasingly oppressive. In 
1770, the Tobacco Inspection Act lapsed and new fees were set by the Governor which was met 
with much consternation and controversy (Chapelle et al., 1986).  When tobacco became less 
profitable to grow and severely depleted the soils, farmers could diversify crops or increase 
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reliance on slaves as a workforce.  Wheat gradually emerged as a cash crop for planters in the 
piedmont settlements, and slowly replaced the tobacco industry.  The lack of labor-intensive 
cultivation and the ease of processing for market delivery made grains as a cash crop favorable 
over tobacco (Stiverson, 1977).  Services supporting agriculture and trade grew, increasing 
population in towns and the need for professionals like doctors, surveyors, merchants, and 
clergymen.  The small community of Log Town, known today as Gaithersburg, was established 
in 1765 as a focal point for local farmers (City of Gaithersburg, 2014). 

Poor transportation routes hindered the successful distribution of agricultural crops to local 
markets and the expansion of the populace into the hinterland.  Griffith’s 1794 map depicts 
limited overland roadways in the project area, including River Road along the Potomac River, 
Clopper Road between early Rockville and Frederick, and a roadway between River Road and 
Rockville, likely the current course of Travilah Road (see Appendix A, Figure 2).  Road repairs 
were the responsibility of local citizens delegated to maintain public roadways within their 
neighborhoods, as were private access roads linking plantations to mills (Sween and Offut, 
1999). 

In 1774, the colonists formed the Continental Congress which served as a provisional 
government and Maryland formed the first Maryland Convention. Maryland, Virginia, and North 
Carolina jointly agreed not to export tobacco to England.  The convention also chartered on 
September 6, 1776, two new counties (Montgomery and Washington) to be formed from 
Frederick County (Sween and Offut, 1999).  Rockville became the county seat of the newly 
formed Montgomery County. Many of Maryland’s men left home and traveled to New York to 
join the fighting, while others stayed in Maryland to concentrate on growing food and providing 
support for the military.  Farms started growing wheat instead of tobacco to help fuel the war 
effort.  

No battles were fought on Maryland soil, though the threat of invasion was real.  The British did 
enter the Chesapeake and used it as a waterway to transport troops north to other locations, and 
raided farms for food and supplies.  With the defeat of the British and the close of the 
Revolutionary War, the capital of the United States was relocated to the District of Columbia, 
formed from a portion of Montgomery County along the Potomac River.  The placement of the 
capitol in this location spurred growth and development throughout the region, though the 
countryside still largely supported scattered rural communities (Chapelle et al., 1986).  The War 
of 1812 once again found the United States in a military engagement with England.  The United 
States sought commerce and trade with France, but the conflict between England and France 
blocked any American goods from reaching France.  English forces began raiding American 
ships, pressing their sailors into service in the war against France. An embargo was set in place 
and all trade stopped (Chapelle et al., 1986).  President Madison declared war in June of 1812.  
United States forces attempted to invade neighboring Canada in a failed attempt to liberate the 
colony from England.  British forces attempted to take Fort McHenry in Baltimore but were not 
successful.  However, British forces succeeded in placing a blockade on the Chesapeake Bay as 
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well as attacking the nation’s capital in Washington, D.C. (Chapelle et al., 1986).  The War 
ended in 1814, with the repelling of the British from advancing south from Canada.   

C. Agricultural-Industrial Transition (1815-1870) 

Montgomery County continued to develop its agricultural base despite industrial growth in 
surrounding counties. Grain crops, tobacco, livestock, and fruits and vegetables, as well as dairy 
operations, supplied foodstuffs to the growing cities of Baltimore and Washington, D.C.  
England/Crown Farm was established by this time, evidenced by its log cabin believed to have 
been built during the mid-nineteenth century by the Hunter family who owned the farm at that 
time (EHT Traceries, 2006).  Log cabins were, however, more common for farm residences 
during an earlier period from the eighteenth to early nineteenth century.  The log cabin at 
England/Crown Farm was likely built as the farmer’s original residence and possibly later used 
as a tenant house.  It was common in Montgomery County for there to be at least one tenant 
house on a farm, occupied by a tenant farmer who worked on the property on a yearly basis.  In 
addition to a house, he would receive a stipulated amount of food and firewood (Poole, 1969).  It 
appears likely England/Crown Farm’s corn crib barn and small barn were also built at that time, 
based on their use of timber construction, hand sawn building elements, and mortise and tenon 
joinery (Swanke Hayden Connell Architects, 2007).  While the corn crib barn still stands, albeit 
with additions, the small barn has been demolished. 

Increase in wheat production spurred the development of milling operations central to the 
processing of grain crops.  The increasing importance of the grain industry brought residential 
and commercial development into the hilly areas.  Development of the milling industry, and 
increasing overland transportation of raw and finished products, led to the construction of 
turnpikes and toll roads at the end of this period.  These roads profited from the increase in 
commercial overland shipping of produce and goods to and from Baltimore and Washington. In 
1817, a turnpike was chartered from Georgetown to Rockville, providing a direct link to the 
county seat (Sween and Offut, 1999).  Roadway network expansions fostered the growth of 
villages and towns around the larger mills, as well as at principal road intersections and market 
roads (see Appendix A, Figure 3).  

Expansion of the overland roadway network and economic growth into the interior areas of the 
county spurred an interest by investors and inhabitants into the feasibility and profitability of 
canals and railroads.  In 1780, the Susquehanna Canal company was formed, and together with 
the Potomac Canal Company, constructed the Chesapeake and Ohio (C & O) Canal by 1850, 
passing through Montgomery County on its path to Cumberland.  Despite the early development 
of the canal system, political interests in a railroad network, combined with immediate service on 
smaller sections of rail line, gave the B & O Railroad a strong advantage in competition with the 
C & O Canal (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976).  By 1842, the B & O connected Baltimore to 
Cumberland, beating the C & O Canal by eight years, and illustrated the commercial viability of 
the railroad over the canal system along the Potomac River (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976).  The 



CCT Historic Architectural Properties Technical Report                        

 
10  October 2014 

 
 

acquisition of the Metropolitan Railroad by the B & O in 1865 provided a branch line across the 
center of Montgomery County to Point of Rocks.  The opening of the line on May 25, 1873, 
resulted in great economic benefit to the residents of the county through access to passenger 
service, shipping points for agricultural goods, and receiving products from distant companies 
(Montgomery County Historical Society, 2014). 

The use of enslaved labor gradually declined as tobacco became less profitable to produce, and 
the number of slaves dwindled with the growing number of free African Americans.  In 1860, 
slaves consisted of 30 percent of the population of Montgomery County: 5,421 enslaved 
individuals were owned by 770 individuals, with 80% of those owning an average of 10 or less 
slaves (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976).  The proximity of Pennsylvania, a free state, to Maryland 
created a conduit for runaway slaves heading north to freedom.  

The advent of the Civil War tore at Maryland’s loyalties in this boundary state.  Thousands 
volunteered to save the Union and joined forces with the north; many others were outraged at the 
Yankee invasion.  In April of 1861, a riot occurred in Baltimore when troops from Massachusetts 
and Pennsylvania changed railroads on their way to Washington D.C.  Eventually, the state of 
Maryland remained in the Union, though small groups of Confederate sympathizers existed.  By 
November 1863, approximately 18,000 Maryland men fought for the south, while close to 
53,000 sided with the Union (Chapelle et al., 1986).  

During the Civil War, many skirmishes, raids, and several large battles occurred throughout 
Maryland.  In the study area, General Charles P. Stone stationed 18,000 federal troops at 
Darnestown in 1861 to guard the C&O Canal, Potomac crossings, and routes to Washington 
(Sween and Offutt, 1999).  Confederate forces frequented the same routes in the Darnestown 
area during frequent skirmishes into the Montgomery County countryside as well as larger 
advances towards Gettysburg and Washington.  The last raid in Maryland occurred in 1864 and 
by April 1865 the war was over.  The conclusion of the Civil War brought about the 
emancipation of over 90,000 enslaved people (Chapelle et al., 1986).  

D. Industrial Urban Dominance Period (1870-1930) 

After 1870, the industries in Maryland were growing.  Railroads and canals transported coal, 
iron, and steel to the metropolitan areas where newly freed African Americans and a growing 
immigrant population provided manual labor.  Additional railroad lines were established to the 
north and dairies were founded to deliver fresh milk to the city.  The large tobacco plantations 
were gone and replaced with smaller farms including dairies, beef cattle, poultry and egg farms, 
cash crops, and farms providing fresh vegetables (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976) (see Appendix 
A, Figures 4-6).  The town of Gaithersburg was officially incorporated on April 5, 1878 (City of 
Gaithersburg, 2014). 

Hunting Hill was a small community located five miles west of Rockville and three miles south 
of Gaithersburg.  Published in 1879, The History of Montgomery County described Hunting Hill 
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agriculture as yielding fair crops of wheat, corn, potatoes, and hay (Boyd, 1879).  A store and 
post office were established in Hunting Hill by the 1870s on Darnestown Road, owned and 
operated by Ignatius B. Ward (Hopkins, 1879 and Maryland Historical Trust, 1979).  He also had 
a wheelwright and blacksmith shop at this location (Maryland Historical Trust, 1983).  While 
earlier crop plantings like wheat continued well into the twentieth century, dairy became 
increasingly important.  By 1915, dairy was the main form of agriculture in Montgomery County 
(Swanke Hayden Connell Architects, 2007).  Ignatius Ward was a dairy farmer at Ward 
House/Belward Farm by the turn of the twentieth century; by the early twentieth century, at least 
part of the work was done by tenant farmers, as evidenced by tenant houses, three of which still 
stand at the eastern section of the property today.  England/Crown Farm transitioned to dairy 
operations starting sometime around 1925 by the Crown family (Swanke Hayden Connell 
Architects, 2007).     

Montgomery County began moving away from an agricultural economy when land speculators 
bought up large parcels of land near Washington D.C.  Expansion of suburban communities into 
the hinterlands of the nation’s capital developed in response to the growth of federal jobs and 
improvements to the overland transportation network radiating from the city.  The 1883 Federal 
Civil Service Act guaranteed stable, long-term jobs to federal employees (MacMaster and 
Hiebert, 1976).  Electrified streetcar service, such as the Tenallytown to Rockville Railroad 
(1890-1925), Glen Echo Railroad (1891-1900), Rock Creek Railway Company (1892-1935), and 
Washington and Great Falls Railway and Power Company (1913-1921), provided an efficient 
mode of daily transportation for residents living along the routes and encouraged the 
development of new communities (Sween and Offutt, 1999).  Hotel and seasonal 
accommodations blossomed to accommodate visitors to recreational facilities found at the ends 
of the railways.  While communities grew along the rail line and major transportation corridors, 
the bulk of Montgomery County remained rural and agricultural.  The development of cities 
necessitated the installation of water and sewage lines, creation of public schools, and 
construction of hospitals.  The Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) was 
established in 1918 in response to reports of waste from Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties fouling streams in the District of Columbia, coordinating municipal sewer and water 
systems into a regional network providing consistent services to communities (WSSC, 2014).  
The development of technology saw the installation of telegraph and telephone lines, electric 
plants, and factories on the outskirts of the city.  Wealthier families bought summer homes 
outside Washington, D.C. for relief from summer heat and to escape diphtheria, typhoid fever, 
and other such outbreaks.  Many smaller planned communities, such as Takoma Park, Forest 
Glen, and Garrett Park, were developed to accommodate these families, often placed along or 
near railroad stations (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976).  Consequently, these smaller enclaves 
required services which in turn created small towns in the suburbs of Washington, D.C.  

The housing and land speculating boom collapsed in 1929, coinciding with the stock market 
crash and the beginning of the Great Depression.  Though the stock market crash did not directly 
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affect Montgomery County, Maryland, it was felt indirectly as the agricultural economy slowed, 
and manufacturers laid-off workers.  Workers in the cities fared the worst, with women, African 
Americans, and immigrants being the first to lose their jobs.  Unemployment reached as high as 
40 percent in some regions of Maryland (Chapelle et al., 1986).   

E. Modern Period (1930-Present) 

In 1933, President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s New Deal attempted to solve the problem of the 
Great Depression.  The federal government created programs to provide relief to families, 
promoted industrial and agricultural prosperity, and created opportunities for employment.  As 
the government created new programs the workforce in Washington, D.C. increased, 
necessitating suburban growth to house additional personnel and their families (Chapelle et al., 
1986).  

With the onset of World War II, local factories began producing aircraft and weapons, and farms 
intensified their production to meet the needs overseas. Local shipbuilders employed additional 
personnel and steel factories worked to full capacity.  Personnel were desperately needed to meet 
production demands and men leaving to fight overseas left vacancies filled by African 
Americans and women.  The need for workers created an influx into the metropolitan areas of 
Baltimore and Washington, D.C. resulting in a shortage of housing.  By the end of the war, 
Maryland had rebounded back from the preceding depression and looked to an era of prosperity 
(Chapelle et al., 1986). 

After the war, the baby boom and the increase of population in Maryland set off a buying binge 
for housing and goods.  Maryland, and particularly Montgomery County, turned from an agrarian 
and rural economy to a largely suburban and urban populace.  As the cities grew older and larger 
with an influx of immigrants, it created an overcrowded housing environment.  As a result, those 
who could afford it out-migrated to the suburbs.  Between 1940 and 1950, Montgomery 
County’s populace expanded from 83,012 to 164,401 residents.  County urban populations rose 
from 7,650 to 124,471 individuals, while rural population decreased from 76,262 to 39,930 
(United States Census Bureau, 1940, 1950).  

Few desired a return to the countryside, and most wanted the goods and services available in the 
city.  Construction of the Brighton Dam and Triadelphia Reservoir in 1943, and downstream the 
T. Howard Duckett Dam and Reservoir in 1952, provided a large capacity regional water supply 
for the metropolitan area (WSSC, 2014).  The shift in population and wealth created smaller 
planned communities and towns in the suburbs which sprang up along the highway and railroad 
corridors, allowing personnel to still commute into the cities (MacMaster and Hiebert, 1976).  As 
shown in Figure 7 of Appendix A, the project area in 1944 remained unaffected by the dense 
urban expansion surrounding Washington, D.C.  The town of Gaithersburg exhibited 
development within its neighborhoods, and the town of Washington Grove, originally a 
Methodist camp retreat, was incorporated as a community in 1937 (Town of Washington Grove, 
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2014).  However, much of the surrounding area consisted of sparsely developed farmland and a 
forested setting.  

The last half of the twentieth century witnessed substantial development within the county, a 
growth that escalated in the Gaithersburg area in the 1960s and 1970s.  In the 1960s, federal 
agencies like the National Bureau of Standards (NBS) and Atomic Energy Commission moved 
their headquarters to the Gaithersburg area, and large corporations like International Business 
Machines (IBM), Fairchild Industries, and Comsat began arriving (Bredemeier, 1973, and 
Douglas, 1966).  Founded in 1901, NBS set standards for measurements such as length and 
mass, but also temperature, light, and time.  The federal agency also conducted tests to establish 
safety and quality standards for manufactured goods.  Their former headquarters located in 
Washington D.C. was aging and the surrounding area was becoming too heavily developed to 
accommodate the sensitive testing taking place at NBS.  Ground was broken for the new NBS 
headquarters in 1961, with the dedication taking place on November 15, 1966 (U.S. Department 
of Commerce, 1966).  The NBS was later renamed the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology.   

Houses, apartments, shopping centers, and other related developments and amenities were built, 
including the vast Montgomery Village development located just outside Gaithersburg city 
limits, to house employees of the new government agencies and private companies (Douglas, 
1966).  Sections of Montgomery County were annexed by Gaithersburg to accommodate this 
growth.  The 1960 census showed 3,847 people living in Gaithersburg, a number that increased 
to 8,344 individuals ten years later; the population tripled in a span of nearly five years, with an 
estimate of 24,000 by 1974 (Arnett, 1974).   

Cities like Gaithersburg grew because of the new Interstate Highway System resulting from the 
Federal Aid Highway Act of 1956, making them readily accessible District of Columbia 
bedroom communities.  For their part, Maryland launched a highway expansion program three 
years later (Eight Years of Progress at the State Roads Commission, circa 1966).  The Capital 
Beltway was newly completed in 1964 and Route 355 was widened in the late 1960s (Eisen, 
1968).  Construction of Interstate 270 (I-270) (originally parts of Interstate 70S/US Route 240) in 
the 1950s opened more of the county’s interior to residential and commercial development.  
Maryland highways are maintained by shops such as the Maryland State Highway 
Administration (SHA) Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility; established in 1965-66 and located 
adjacent to I-270, this facility serves northwestern Montgomery County.  

Rail transit also continued to provide quick, reliable service to the suburban communities 
fringing the metropolitan core of Washington, D.C.  However, B & O Railroad’s passenger rail 
service was becoming unprofitable by the early 1970s.  In 1975, the Maryland Department of 
Transportation began subsidizing B & O Railroad commuter passenger train service (Van 
Hattern, 2006).  By 1984, this service was wholly operated by the state and named the Maryland 
Area Rail Commuter (MARC), continuing along the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O Railroad 
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alignment today; the MARC Metropolitan Grove Station is located within the CCT project area.  
By the 1980s, CSX Transportation owned the Metropolitan Branch and continues to run freight 
trains along the line.  Washington Metrorail’s Shady Grove station is also in the project area; 
Shady Grove was constructed in 1984 as the northwestern terminus of the Metrorail Red Line.   

V.  AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS 

The APE is defined as the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or 
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties (36 CFR § 800.16(d)). 
The APE was determined and documented (36 CFR § 800.4(a)(1)) using information gathered 
from the field visit and from studying maps (see Appendix A, Figure 8). The generally heavily 
developed nature of the suburban and semi-urban communities in Gaithersburg and Rockville 
was taken into consideration. Due to this extensive development and also the generally 
horizontal nature of the undertaking, the historic architectural APE is relatively narrow. On 
average, the APE extends one tax parcel boundary depth, taking aerial crossings into 
consideration. However, in instances where parcels are very large, the APE boundary is reduced 
to reasonably reflect the undertaking’s potential indirect effects. 

The APE at the western half of CCT Service via Universities at Shady Grove is narrower 
because the alignment would be entirely within the existing roadway alignment in that area. The 
APE includes undeveloped former agricultural fields near the Watkins Mill Town Center 
development, and the Ward House/Belward Farm and England/Crown Farm properties. While 
developed with buildings and structures, the Montgomery County PSTA also consists of large 
open areas. Therefore, the historic architectural APE at these four properties is wider, 
corresponding to the property boundaries. 

VI. SURVEY RESULTS 

A. Identification of Historic Properties 

This study identifies historic properties located within the APE in two sections below. There are 
a total of four NRHP-eligible properties, and three properties evaluated and found not to be 
eligible for the NRHP.  These seven resources are also shown on Figure 8 of Appendix A. 

Section VI.B addresses the three historic properties previously determined eligible for the 
NRHP: Metropolitan Branch, B & O Railroad (M: 37-16); Ward House/Belward Farm (M: 20-
21); and England/Crown Farm (M: 20-17).  No National Historic Landmarks or properties listed 
on the NRHP were identified.  Field visits showed the B & O Railroad and Ward House/Belward 
Farm retain integrity to convey their significance.  However, recent multi-use development and a 
fire in 2011 resulted in changes to England/Crown Farm. 
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Addenda were created for Ward House/Belward Farm and England/Crown Farm as part of this 
current study (see Appendix B).  Contributing and non-contributing elements of the Ward 
House/Belward Farm historic district were identified.  The entire property is located within the 
APE.  At England/Crown Farm, recent changes to the property warranted a re-evaluation for the 
NRHP and revision of the eligible boundary.   

Section VI.C summarizes the identification and evaluation for NRHP eligibility of four 
properties within the APE that are more than 45 years of age, but not previously evaluated.  The 
SHA Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility (M: 21-263) and NIST Headquarters (M: 20-47) were 
evaluated on MHT Determination of Eligibility (DOE) Forms, and 895 Quince Orchard Road 
and 899 Quince Orchard Road were evaluated using Short Forms for Ineligible Resources (see 
Appendix B).  These newly identified resources were recorded in accordance with Guidelines 
and Resources for Compliance-Generated Determinations of Eligibility (DOEs) (May 2009) and 
Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and Historical Investigations in Maryland (2000). 
Contributing and non-contributing elements of the NIST headquarters within the APE were also 
identified for this property, found to be eligible for the NRHP. 

The identification of historic properties follows the NRHP criteria established by the Secretary of 
the Interior to evaluate properties for the NRHP (36 CFR § 800.4(c)(1)): 

A property must possess significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, 
or culture when evaluated within the historic context of a relevant geographic area. Historic 
properties must retain integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and 
association, and meet the following criteria of eligibility: 

A.  Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of our history; or 

B.  Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C.  Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction, or represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic values, or 
represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack 
individual distinction; or 

 D.  Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or  
  history. 

The National Park Service’s Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation (2002) at www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/pdfs/nrb15.pdf was used for 
guidance when applying the NRHP criteria.  
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B. Previously Identified Historic Properties 

The following are the three previously identified and evaluated architectural and structural 
historic properties in the undertaking’s APE: 

1. Metropolitan Branch, Baltimore and Ohio (B & O) Railroad (M: 37-16) 

Location:        Union Station, District of Columbia to Point of Rocks, Maryland 
Build Years:  1866-1873 
NRHP: Eligible – Criteria A and C (evaluated 2000)  

 
Image 1: B & O Railroad at the MARC Metropolitan Grove Station 

Significance:  The Metropolitan Branch of the B & O Railroad (see Image 1) is eligible for the 
NRHP under Criteria A and C for its association with the transportation industry, as well as the 
agricultural and residential development of Montgomery County.  The development of the 
railroad provided a needed stimulus to the stagnant economy of Montgomery County in the late 
nineteenth century.  The railroad revived the agricultural economy of Montgomery County by 
allowing farmers to quickly ship perishable goods to market such as dairy products and produce.  
The railroad also significantly changed the residential development of the county by providing 
easy access from Washington, D.C. to new suburban communities.  The railroad facilitated the 
development of the new suburban communities of Silver Spring, Forest Glen, Capitol View Park, 
Kensington, Garrett Park, Boyds, and Washington Grove.  In addition, the railroad is eligible 
under Criterion C, for its extant station buildings and engineering structures which are 
contributing elements to the significance of the rail line.  According to MHT’s NR-Eligibility 
Review Form, the verbal boundary description and justification for the Metropolitan Branch of 
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the B & O Railroad include the right-of-way for the rail line totaling approximately 405.74 acres 
in Montgomery County.   

2. Ward House/Belward Farm (M: 20-21) 

Location:        10425 Darnestown Road, Rockville, Maryland 
Build Years:  Late nineteenth to twentieth century 
NRHP: Eligible – Criteria A and C (evaluated 1996) 

 

 
Image 2: Ward House/Belward Farm Overview 

 
Image 3: Ward House/Belward Farm Dairy Barn with Attached Milk House and Double Silos 
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Image 4: Ward House/Belward Farm Middle Tenant House, Well House, and Tenant House Drive 
 
Significance: The Ward House/Belward Farm (see Image 2) is eligible for listing on the NRHP 
under Criteria A and C.  The Ward House/Belward Farm is eligible under Criterion A as a 
historic district because it is a cohesive and good representative example of a late nineteenth to 
mid-twentieth century dairy farm in Montgomery County.  The farm played a role in the 
county’s success in the dairy industry during the first half of the twentieth century, contributing 
to the area’s prosperity as an agricultural region.  In addition to the agricultural landscape itself, 
the property has numerous dairy farm buildings and objects that retain integrity, most notably its 
Victorian farmhouse, dairy barn with attached milk house and double silos, hay barn and stable, 
and tenant houses (see Images 2-4).  The Criterion A period of significance is from 1891 to 1969 
for this well-preserved dairy farm complex owned by Ignatius Ward and later his descendants, 
and farmed for over a century.  The residence on the property is a good example of a nineteenth 
century farmhouse ornamented with high Victorian design aesthetics; as such the property 
embodies distinctive characteristics of a type and style of construction and is thus eligible for the 
NRHP under Criterion C. 

Boundary Revision:  In 2008, the boundaries of the farm were reduced from 134.37 acres to 
107 acres due to development along the northern and eastern portions of the property.  

Contributing and Non-Contributing Elements:  The current investigation identifies the 
contributing and non-contributing elements of this historic district and building, NRHP-eligible 
under Criteria A and C.  The property has a period of significance from 1891 to 1969, with 24 
contributing elements and five non-contributing elements located within the architectural APE, 
which includes the entire property (numbers in the first column of Table 1 below refer to the 
Ward House/Belward Farm Addendum site plan in Appendix B):   
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Table 1:  Ward House/Belward Farm Contributing (C) and Non-Contributing (NC) Elements  

# Element C/NC 

1 Farmhouse C 

2 Well house C 

3 Former garage NC 

4 Dairy barn with attached milk house and double silos C 

5 Bell C 

6 Hand water pump  C 

7 Two connected farm buildings C 

8 Gas tank C 

9 Hay barn and stable C 

10 Equipment shed NC 

11 Barn C 

12 Chicken coop (?)  C 

13 Concrete trough C 

14 Concrete pad NC 

15 Modern residence  NC 

16 Generator enclosure C 

17 North tenant house C 

18 North tenant house shed  C 

19 North tenant house hand water pump C 

20 Middle tenant house C 

21 Middle tenant house garage C 

22 Middle tenant house well house C 

23 Middle tenant house shed C 

24 South tenant house C 

25 South tenant house shed C 

26 Stone entrance walls and connected wood fencing  NC 

27 Farm land, including fields, mature trees, and wooded areas C 

28 Drive to the main farmstead  C 

29 Drive to the tenant houses C 
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3. England/Crown Farm (M: 20-17) 

Location:       605 Steinbeck Avenue, Gaithersburg, Maryland 
Build Years:  Late nineteenth to mid-twentieth century 
NRHP:   Victorian farmhouse only eligible under Criterion C (current re-evaluation) 

 
Image 5: England/Crown Farm Farmstead 

Eligibility Reassessment: 

Previous NRHP Status - Approximately 47 acres eligible under Criteria A and C 
Proposed NRHP Status - Victorian farmhouse only eligible under Criterion C 

England/Crown Farm (see Image 5) was originally determined NRHP-eligible under Criteria A 
and C in 1996.  A fire led to the demolition of many of the buildings and structures, including the 
dairy barn and hay barn.  Therefore, the property as a whole has lost its design, materials, and 
workmanship.  In addition to this loss, former farm fields are changing into mixed-use 
development and Decoverly Drive now runs through the fields; therefore the farm lost what 
remained of its pastoral surroundings. The property does not retain integrity of setting, feeling, 
and association.  The former farm is no longer an intact and cohesive example of a small-scale 
dairy farm complex.  Therefore, England/Crown Farm does not retain integrity to be eligible 
for Criterion A.   
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Image 6: England/Crown Farm Log House 

 
Log house:  While this building was rehabilitated by applying the Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards, its poor condition meant many deteriorated historic features needed to be replaced.  
For the most part, the building no longer has the appearance and construction of a historic 
building, and therefore does not retain integrity of design, materials, and workmanship to convey 
its significance (see Image 6).   
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Image 7: England/Crown Farm Victorian Farmhouse 

 
Victorian farmhouse:  The Victorian farmhouse, however, maintains the character-defining 
features making it eligible for the NRHP, such as an ornate hipped-roof front porch with scroll 
sawn details, stone pebble stucco finished exterior walls, a stamped metal panel-clad roof, and 
gable-end red brick chimneys (see Image 7).  While non-original porch rails are being 
incorporated to meet safety standards, they were designed to be reversible and meet the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Rehabilitation).  Therefore, the 
building still retains integrity to remain a well-preserved example of high Victorian vernacular 
building forms of the period.    

None of the other buildings remaining on the property are significant, individually or 
collectively, and therefore are not eligible under Criterion C. 

The Victorian farmhouse at England/Crown Farm is still eligible for the NRHP under 
Criterion C.   

Boundary Revision:  As noted above, the previous NRHP-eligible property was approximately 
47 acres.  However, this reevaluation reduces the size of the historic property to only include 
the Victorian farmhouse.  See the England/Crown Farm Addendum location map and site plan 
in Appendix B to view the revised boundary.   
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C. National Register Evaluations 

A total of four newly-identified in period properties were found in the APE and are summarized 
below: 

1. Maryland State Highway Administration Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility  
(M: 21-263) 

Location:  502 Quince Orchard Road, Gaithersburg 
Build Years:  1965-1966 
NRHP: Not eligible 

 
Image 8: Maryland State Highway Administration Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility 

Description:  The Maryland State Highway Administration Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility 
was originally the Maryland State Roads Commission Montgomery County Office and Garage 
(see Image 8).  The 17-acre facility is located near I-270 in suburban Gaithersburg.  There are 
ten buildings and seven structures on the Gaithersburg facility property.  Established between 
1965 and 1966, the main building was constructed at that time, while the other buildings and 
structures were constructed in the late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries.  The main 
building has no architectural style, and has alterations and additions made in 1993 and 1995. The 
building has exterior walls clad with brick and is sheltered by a flat roof.  With an interconnected 
interior, the building has an irregular plan and four different sections of varying one-story height 
(from southeast to northwest):  1) offices (also a boiler room, a radio room, and toilets); 2) 
vehicle maintenance shop; 3) kitchen/lunch room/meeting rooms/locker rooms; and 4) wash bay.   
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Evaluation:  Although the Gaithersburg facility was constructed at a time of tremendous 
suburban and transportation growth in the area, it did not have a specific significant influence or 
association to these historic trends.  The evaluated shop was simply one of many byproducts of 
the rapid suburban expansion occurring in this part of Montgomery County at the time.  It is not 
associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our 
history.  Therefore, the property is not eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A.  Research has 
not shown that the property is associated with the lives of individuals significant in the past, thus, 
the property is not recommended eligible under Criterion B.  The facility was established in the 
mid-1960s with the construction of the main building and built in a modest design with no 
architectural style.  The building was altered and additions were made in the 1990s.  Regardless, 
the main building does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction.  Because it also does not represent the work of a master, possess high artistic value, 
or represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual 
distinction, this property is not eligible under Criterion C.  The site has no potential for 
information important in history and is therefore not eligible under Criterion D. The SHA 
Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility is recommended not eligible for listing in the NRHP. 

2. National Institute of Standards and Technology Headquarters (M: 20-47) 

Location:  100 Bureau Drive, Gaithersburg 
Build Years:  1961-1969 
NRHP: Eligible under Criteria A and C 

Description:  The National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) is a federal agency 
that develops and applies national technology, measurements, and standards, and was originally 
called the National Bureau of Standards (see Image 9).  NIST headquarters is located at 100 
Bureau Drive in Gaithersburg, Montgomery County, Maryland. The 579.5-acre campus was 
designed by New York City-based architectural firm, Voorhees, Walker, Smith, and Smith as a 
multi-structure campus with buildings designed in the International Style.  It was originally 
constructed in five phases from 1961 to 1969 and had 26 buildings.  Nine buildings, 101-
Administration Building, 220-Metrology, 221-Physics, 222-Chemistry, 223-Materials, 224-
Polymer, 225-Technology, 226-Research, and 304-Shops, are located at the campus center and 
are connected by corridors.  The central Administration Building is the tallest with its eleven-
story tower, housing all activities that are office-related only. This building has the Director’s 
office, most of the administrative support offices, meeting rooms, two auditoriums, a library, a 
small museum, and dining facilities.  The seven general purpose laboratories (buildings 220-226) 
were built to be nearly identical to one another and are staggered so each could receive 
maximum light.   
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Image 9: National Institute of Standards and Technology Headquarters 

Nine special purpose laboratories (housed in ten buildings) are located to the west and south of 
the core campus area:  202-Engineering Mechanics, 206-Concreting Materials, 230-Fluid 
Mechanics, 231-Industrial, 233-Sound, Building 235, 236-Hazards, 237 and 238-Non-Magnetic 
Laboratory, and 245-Physics.  Four maintenance and service buildings are located at the west 
end of the campus. These are 301-Supply and Plant, 302-Steam and Chilled Water Generation 
Plant, 303-Service, and Building 306. Building 308-Bowman House was built in the early 1950s, 
predating the NIST campus, and is proposed to be demolished.  Two original NIST buildings 
have been demolished and replaced with newer versions: 102-Gate House (constructed 1969-70) 
and 305-Cooling Towers (constructed 1961-64).   

The grounds were carefully planned, with a detailed basic planting plan including more than 
3,000 trees and shrubs that had already been planted by 1966. Other original features include a 
flagpole with granite circle and inscription, the Newton apple tree planted in the Administration 
Building (library) plaza, and a 1948 sundial brought over from the original NBS location in the 
District of Columbia. To celebrate NBS’s 75th anniversary in 1976, the main entrance gates and 
pillars of the District of Columbia campus were moved to the Gaithersburg location. In the 
following year, a test exposure wall, constructed at the Washington NBS location in 1948, was 
also moved to Gaithersburg. Additional buildings and other elements have also been added 
during subsequent decades.   
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Evaluation:  The NIST headquarters complex was evaluated under NRHP criteria and using 
the Modern building evaluation guidelines and GSA eligibility assessment tool in Growth, 
Efficiency, and Modernism:  GSA Buildings of the 1950s, 60s, and 70s. The NIST headquarters 
in Gaithersburg is the culmination of the growth and development of a government agency that 
has played an important role in the development of American science and industry through 
standardizations of measurements, temperature, light, and time.  By the mid-twentieth century, a 
new location was much needed for an agency that had outgrown its previous home in the District 
of Columbia.  The Gaithersburg facility met the challenges of the explosive developments in 
science and technology during that time, which included America’s role as a leader in the space 
program. The new headquarters was carefully planned to achieve important goals; it was built to 
be like a university campus, with buildings arranged in a spacious, park-like setting, together 
conducive for creative work and teamwork by scientists and engineers. Original planners of the 
campus found it important to have a pleasant garden-type atmosphere associated with a campus.  
The property as a whole has integrity to convey significance under Criterion A because it retains 
its original campus layout and design, and the character-defining features of individual buildings. 
The property also retains characteristics reflective of its scientific work and original equipment. 
In addition, the campus is a significant symbol of the federal presence in the city of 
Gaithersburg; NIST has also helped spur the city’s successful development and growth in recent 
decades.  Therefore, the NIST headquarters is eligible under Criterion A for its association with 
these patterns of events.  The period of significance under this criterion for this nationally 
significant historic district is from 1963, when the first scientific staff moved to the facility, to 
1969 because this is the end year based on the common cultural resource management practice of 
lowering the age limit for NRHP eligibility from 50 years to 45 years to account for lead-time 
between the preparation of environmental documentation and actual project construction.  

Original construction of the NIST headquarters in Gaithersburg began in 1961 and ended in 1969 
with 26 buildings, most designed in the International Style. The practical, scientific nature of the 
NIST federal agency is highly compatible with the equally functional characteristics of the 
architectural style.  The NIST headquarters buildings lack ornamentation; even while design 
elements are present, these also serve practical purposes. While two of the original buildings 
have been replaced and new buildings have been constructed throughout the property, many at 
the south and western ends, the campus is largely intact both in terms of size, layout, and the 
original pre-1970 building design. In their generally unaltered state, the buildings and property 
still retain their character-defining features; therefore, the NIST campus exemplifies the GSA’s 
interpretation of the Modernist design philosophy, making effective use of Modern materials, 
components, and site design; together with the carefully planned landscaping, the buildings 
created an atmosphere conducive to creative thinking. The Administration Building is also 
individually eligible as a successful example of the GSA’s application of the International Style; 
it is substantially intact with regard to its original architectural design, period of significance, and 
historic character, preserving its significant qualities of integrity. Therefore, the NIST 



CCT Historic Architectural Properties Technical Report                        

 
27  October 2014 

 
 

headquarters is eligible under Criterion C. The period of significance under this criterion for this 
nationally significant historic district is 1969 when the last original building (202-Fluid 
Mechanics) was finished and therefore the original campus was completed. The Administration 
Building is also nationally significant and has a period of significance of 1965 when it was 
completed and first occupied.  

The property is not eligible under Criterion B for any association with the lives of persons 
significant in our past or under Criterion D for the potential to yield information important to 
history.   

Based on the evaluated criteria and the designation guidelines set forth in Growth, Efficiency, 
and Modernism, the NIST headquarters complex is eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criteria A and C.    

Contributing and Non-Contributing Elements:  The following identifies the contributing and 
non-contributing elements of this historic district, NRHP-eligible under Criteria A and C.  The 
property has a period of significance from 1961 to 1969, with six contributing elements and 15 
non-contributing elements located within the project APE (numbers in the first column of Table 
2 below refer to the NIST headquarters DOE Form site plan in Appendix B):   

Table 2:  National Institute of Standards and Technology Headquarters Contributing (C) and Non-
Contributing Elements (NC) 

# Bldg# Element C/NC 

1 103 Visitors Center NC 

2 104 Gate House NC 

3 320 CCC NC 

4 233 Sound  C 

5 318 ES Consolidated Facility  NC 

6 319 ES Storage Building NC 

7 301 Supply and Plant  C 

8 428 Facilities Building NC 

9 420  OFPM Storage Building NC 

10 303 Service  C 

11 309 Grounds Maintenance  NC 

12 311 Grounds storage shed NC 
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# Bldg# Element C/NC 

13 306 Building 306 C 

14 307 Materials Processing Storage NC 

15 N/A Two concrete culverts for a swale NC 

16 N/A Stormwater management pond NC 

17 N/A Vinyl coated chain link fencing NC 

18 N/A Property signage at street side and at building primary 
entrances 

NC 

19 N/A Hardscape including Bureau Drive, North Drive, Sound 
Drive, Research Drive, Steam Drive, South Drive, 
Service Drive, West Drive, driveway to building 306, 
parking lots, and service yards 

C 

20 N/A Bowman Drive NC 

21 N/A Designed and natural landscaping, including lawns and 
trees: 

Within the APE, most of the original NIST landscaping 
remains, including a wooded area that pre-existed the 
campus and was incorporated into the campus design.  
The APE includes lawn areas, as well as mature trees 
such as various oaks and pines, red maple, crab apple, 
and America linden that were part of the original 
planting.  A few clusters of trees are newer:  at the 
southeast corner of W. Diamond Drive and Quince 
Orchard Road; on the NIST side of the fence near 
Quince Orchard Road and North Drive; near the 
stormwater management pond; the northern portion of 
trees west of Building 320; and trees north of Building 
309. 

C 

3. 895 Quince Orchard Road 

Location:  895 Quince Orchard Road, Gaithersburg 
Build Year:  1948 
NRHP: Not eligible 

Description:  The building at 895 Quince Orchard Road in the City of Gaithersburg is a one-
and-one-half-story single-family residence in the Minimal Traditional style, currently occupied 
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Image 10: 895 Quince Orchard Road 

by a storefront business (Image 10).  Constructed in 1948, the house occupies a 0.9-acre parcel 
on the southeast side of Quince Orchard Road between Interstate 270 and Great Seneca 
Highway.  The property is located in a suburban area of Gaithersburg.  The house’s 
asymmetrical façade faces northwest.  The dwelling has an irregular plan and includes a wing at 
the southwest end.  The exterior of this frame house is clad with brick and vinyl siding.  The 
building is sheltered by a moderately pitched cross-gabled roof that steps down at the wing.  
There are triangular vented openings within the gable peaks, and skylights on the façade-side 
slope of the main house.  A gabled dormer, clad with vinyl siding, is located on both roof slopes 
of the main house.  Asphalt shingles clad the roofs of the house and dormers. An exterior brick 
chimney stands between the main house and the wing. 

Evaluation:  This residence was constructed at a time when this area of Gaithersburg was still 
agricultural.  This small parcel was created out of the larger Bellevue farmland as a home for 
extended family members.  However, this does not have an important association with events 
that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history, and is not eligible 
under Criterion A.  The property is not associated with the lives of persons significant in the past 
and therefore is not eligible under Criterion B.  Minimal Traditional was a popular revival style 
from the 1930s to 1950s, particularly during the decade or so after World War II. This residence 
does not contain enough character-defining features to be considered a true representative of a 
type, period and method of construction.  In addition, it has been altered for commercial use.  
The house also does not represent the work of a master; possess high artistic value; or represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.  It is 
not eligible under Criterion C.  This site has no potential for information important in history, 
and is therefore not eligible under Criterion D.  The 895 Quince Orchard Road property is 
recommended not eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
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4. 899 Quince Orchard Road 

Location:  899 Quince Orchard Road, Gaithersburg 
Build Year:  1948 
NRHP: Not eligible 

 
Image 11: 899 Quince Orchard Road 

Description:  The building at 899 Quince Orchard Road in the City of Gaithersburg is a two-
story single-family residence in the Colonial Revival style (Image 11).  Constructed in 1948, it 
occupies a one-acre parcel on the southeast side of Quince Orchard Road between Interstate 270 
and Great Seneca Highway.  The property is located in a suburban area of Gaithersburg.  The 
dwelling has an irregular plan and includes a 1 ½-story, two-car garage at the northeast end 
connected to the house via a one-story wing.  The exterior of the entire building is made of 
painted brick.  The house and wing are sheltered by separate moderately pitched side-gabled 
roofs, and the garage has a moderately pitched front-gabled roof.  All roofs are clad with asphalt 
shingles.  There are triangular vented openings within the gable ends of the house.  An interior 
brick chimney, with three metal chimney caps, is located off-center at the house’s gable peak. 

Evaluation:  This residence was constructed at a time when this area of Gaithersburg was still 
agricultural.  This small parcel was also created out of the larger Bellevue Farm to construct a 
single-family residence.  This does not have an important association with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history, and is not eligible under Criterion 
A.  The property is not associated with the lives of persons significant in the past and therefore is 
not eligible under Criterion B.  This residence does not contain enough character-defining 
features to be considered a true representative of a type, period and method of construction.  The 
house also does not represent the work of a master; possess high artistic value; or represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.  It is 



CCT Historic Architectural Properties Technical Report                        

 
31  October 2014 

 
 

not eligible under Criterion C.  This site has no potential for information important in history, 
and is therefore not eligible under Criterion D. 899 Quince Orchard Road is recommended not 
eligible for listing in the NRHP. 

VII. SUMMARY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES  

The historic architectural survey identified four historic properties in the APE of the CCT 
undertaking, as summarized in Table 3 below: 

Table 3:  Identified Historic Properties 

MIHP # Name/Location 
NRHP 

Category 
NRHP Status and Significance 

M: 37-16 

Metropolitan Branch, 
Baltimore and Ohio (B & O) 

Railroad  

Extending through Montgomery 
County, from Takoma Park 

northwest to Dickerson 

District 

Eligible-Criterion A for its association 
with the transportation industry, as well as 

the agricultural and residential 
development of Montgomery County and 
Criterion C for its extant station buildings 

and engineering structures which are 
contributing elements to the significance 

of the rail line. 

M: 20-21 

Ward House/Belward Farm 

10425 Darnestown Road (MD 
28) 

Rockville 

District and 
Building 

Eligible-Criterion A as a historic district 
because it is a cohesive and good 
representative example of a late 

nineteenth to mid-twentieth century dairy 
farm in Montgomery County and 

Criterion C as a good example of a 19th 
century farmhouse ornamented with high 

Victorian design aesthetics. 

M: 20-17 

England/Crown Farm 

605 Steinbeck Avenue 

Gaithersburg 

Building 

Eligible-Criterion C because the main 
farmhouse is a well-preserved example of 
high Victorian vernacular building forms 

of the period. 

M: 20-47 

National Institute of 
Standards and Technology 

(NIST) Headquarters 

100 Bureau Drive 

Gaithersburg 

District and 
Building 

Eligible-Criterion A as the culmination of 
the growth and development of a 

government agency that has played an 
important role in the development of 

American science and industry through 
standardizations of measurements, 

temperature, light, and time and Criterion 
C for exemplifying the Modernist design 

philosophy, making effective use of 
modern materials, components, 

noteworthy landscaping, and site design.  
The Administration Building is also 
individually eligible as a successful 

example of the GSA’s application of the 
International Style 
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Table 4 lists the evaluated resources found not to be eligible for the NRHP.  

Table 4:  Not Eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

MIHP # Name/Location Description 

M: 21-263 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
(SHA) Gaithersburg Maintenance Facility 

502 Quince Orchard Road 

 Gaithersburg 

1965-1966 SHA maintenance 
facility 

N/A 
895 Quince Orchard Road  

Gaithersburg 
1948 Minimal Traditional 

converted single-family residence  

N/A 
899 Quince Orchard Road 

 Gaithersburg 
1948 Colonial Revival single 

family residence 

VIII. CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

FTA initiated Section 106 consultation for the CCT project with MHT by letter on April 18, 
2014, requesting their concurrence to the definition of the historic architectural APE, the 
identification of previously-identified historic resources in the APE, recommendations for 
historic architectural NRHP evaluations, and the identification of potential consulting parties.  
FTA, MTA, and MHT met on May 12, 2014, to discuss the project and path forward for site 
documentation details. MHT indicated their concurrence to the initiation of consultation by letter 
dated June 10, 2014.  Appendix C presents the consultation letters. 

On behalf of FTA, MTA has invited parties entitled to be consulting parties, including local 
government, to participate in the Section 106 compliance process for the CCT project (36 CFR § 
800.2(c)(5) and 800.3(f)). Six respondents, as listed in Table 5, have agreed to participate as 
consulting parties.  See Appendix C for a sample invitation letter and acceptance 
correspondence from the consulting parties.  Consulting parties will receive CCT documents and 
correspondence for their review and comment, including identifying historic properties, findings 
of effect, and measures to resolve adverse effects made in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4 to 
800.6. Additional consulting parties may be identified as the undertaking and Section 106 
process move forward.  

Table 5:  CCT Additional Section 106 Consulting Parties 
City of Gaithersburg National Institute of Standards and Technology 

(NIST) 
Gaithersburg-North Potomac-Rockville Coalition Mr. Tim Newell 

Johns Hopkins University Peerless Rockville  

An upcoming public hearing will inform the public about the CCT project.  The hearing will 
include a summary of the cultural resources process and the findings (36 CFR § 800.2(d)).  
Comments will be solicited from the public.   
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All work was carried out by persons meeting or exceeding the Secretary of Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for History and Architectural History (48 FR 44716, 
September 29, 1983) (see Appendix D).  
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