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Last May, the Council approved a Capital Improvements Program (CIP) for FY23-28 of more than $276 
million for the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC)1. In November, 
the Council approved a Supplemental Appropriation of $8.932 million for the creation of two public 
parks as part of the overall Farm Women’s Market, Lot 24, and Lot 10 redevelopment. The new 
Bethesda Lots 10-24 Parks project has a total 6-year budget of $9.432 million funded with a 
combination of State aid, intergovernmental contributions, and Bethesda Park Impact Payments.   
 
In this off-year of the CIP, the Commission has not requested any further amendments to the FY23-28 
CIP. The Executive, however, has included in his Recommended CIP an Affordability Reconciliation 
Project Description Form (PDF) that reduces Government Obligation (GO) Bond expenditures by $500k 
each year between FY26 and FY28, for a total reduction of $1.5 million. The PDF does not indicate 
where the reductions should be made.  
 
Currently, there are eight non-local projects with enough GO Bond funding in FY26-28 to accommodate 
an annual reduction of $500k. They are listed below.   
 

 
1 Per Resolution 19-1279 
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Projects  Current FY23-28 CIP (in thousands) 
 FY26 FY27 FY28 
ADA Compliance: Non-Local Parks (P128702) 950 950 950 
Ballfield Initiatives (P008720) 2,300 2,300 2,300 
Legacy Open Space (P018710) 1,600 1,600 1,600 
Minor New Construction: Non-Local Parks (P998763) 900 900 900 
PLAR2: Non-Local Parks (P968755)  2,730 2,530 2,530 
Trails: Hard Surface Design and Construction (P768673) 600 650 650 
Trails: Hard Surface Renovation (P888754) 1,050 1,100 1,100 
Wheaton Regional Park Improvements (P871904) 1,966 2,015 1,926 

  
In response, the Planning Board recommends that the Council reject the CE’s recommended $1.5 
million cut in GO Bond funding.  
 
However, if fiscal constraints require such a reduction, the Board has identified a non-recommended 
reduction in Legacy Open Space (P018710) that would satisfy the Affordability Reconciliation PDF. 
The Board notes that this reduction constrains the amount of funding available for land acquisition and 
may reduce the ability to execute acquisition transactions in the future; however, the Board has long 
held the view that maintaining what is in the park system is a higher priority than new park 
development. When faced with a budget reduction, the Board’s strategy has been to maintain full 
funding for the Department’s level-of-effort capital projects that are designed to maintain or renovate 
existing parks and trails.  
 
The reduction to Legacy Open Space (P018710) may require the Parks Department to request a future 
Supplemental Appropriation if an important timely acquisition occurs and available funds are not 
sufficient.  
 
Recognizing that there are many competing priorities, and that the County is facing fluctuating 
economic conditions, reducing County expenditures is a prudent course to take; however, the past few 
years have demonstrated the importance of parks to the mental, physical, and emotional well-being of 
County residents. Parks provide a safe and healthy escape during difficult times, and our County has 
relied on them more than ever recently. It is more important than ever that the Parks Department has 
resources to support its mission.  
 
That said, a reduction to Legacy Open Space, while not without impact, does not reduce funding to 
level-of-effort capital projects. As the proposed reduction occurs in the out years of the CIP and future 
appropriations can be requested on a case-by-case basis, Council Staff recommends that the 
Committee agree with the Planning Board’s non-recommended reduction to Legacy Open Space 
in order to satisfy the Executive’s Affordability Reconciliation PDF, and note its preference that 
this change be reconsidered during the reconciliation process in April.  
 
Attached on ©1-5 is the Planning Board transmittal to the County Council regarding the CE’s 
Recommended CIP. 
 

 
2 PLAR: Planned Lifecycle Asset Replacement  
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