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1 BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

During the past decade, there has been continued economic and population growth throughout the greater Washington, DC region. The related increase in vehicle traffic and 

congestion due to this growth has created a need for more sustainable transportation options for those who live, work, or play in Montgomery County. North Bethesda is 

strategically located within Montgomery County to serve as both a vibrant community and a key through point for many vehicular and transit trips, as shown in Figure 1. As 

growth continues, there is a long-standing need in North Bethesda to accommodate travel demand through viable alternatives to single-occupancy vehicle travel.  

 
Figure 1. North Bethesda Regional Context 

The North Bethesda Transitway was originally conceived as a 
connection from the Metrorail Red Line to the Rock Spring office 
park area and to Montgomery Mall in the 1992 North 
Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan. The concept was updated in 
the 2013 Countywide Transit Corridors Functional Master Plan 
with two alternatives identified for further study. 
 
This study will evaluate route options such as stop locations, 
runningway, and eastern terminus options as an initial step in the 
project development process. County-wide BRT Goals and 
Objectives will guide project. In addition, advisory committees, 
stakeholder meetings, and public outreach will inform the 
selection of the preferred option moving forward. The Corridor 
Foundations Report details the current characteristics and 
conditions of the project area including demographics, activity 
centers, development, travel trends, and related projects in the 
study area and the corridor.  

 

 

https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/communities/midcounty/north-bethesdagarrett-park/
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/communities/midcounty/north-bethesdagarrett-park/
https://www.montgomeryplanning.org/transportation/highways/documents/countywide_transit_corridors_plan_2013-12.pdf
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1.2 CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS 

In 2013, Montgomery County approved and adopted the Countywide Transit Corridors Functional Master Plan. This plan proposed the 
development of a fast, convenient, and reliable bus rapid transit (BRT) service network throughout Montgomery County. The proposed 
BRT network aims to achieve countywide goals related to mobility, land use, and economic growth. The North Bethesda Transitway is one 
of 10 recommended BRT corridors detailed in the 2013 Master Plan. 

BRT corridors in Montgomery County, including the North Bethesda Transitway, are branded under the BRT network name, Flash. Flash 
vehicles will be uniquely branded and designed to be distinguishable from local buses, in promotion of the high-quality and high-capacity 
County BRT network.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Two BRT corridor alignments, potential station locations, and termini alternatives were developed for the North Bethesda Transitway in the 2013 Master Plan. Figure 2 shows 
the proposed alternatives. The western terminus will be located at the Westfield Montgomery Mall Transit Center, and the eastern terminus will be located at either the 
Grosvenor-Strathmore or White Flint Metrorail stations. The eastern terminus, alignment type, and stop locations will be determined through screening based on the 
information presented in this report. 

ά!ƴ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻn of frequent, reliable transit service [is] needed to move greater numbers of people to and from jobs, homes, 
shopping, and entertainment areas, reducing the gap between transportation demand and supply and providing County 

residents a viable and reliable ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ōȅ ŀǳǘƻ ƻƴ ŎƻƴƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅǎΦέ                                                    
(Countywide Transit Corridors Functional Master Plan) 
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Figure 2. 2013 BRT Study Recommendations 
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1.2.1 BRT IMPLEMENTATION AND OTHER RELATED INITIATIVES 

Since 2013, the County has made significant progress toward advancing the BRT 
network. The US 29 Flash BRT was implemented in 2020 and three additional BRT 
corridors proposed in the 2013 County Master Plan are in either the planning or 
design phase. They are as follows: 

¶ US 29 Flash: The Montgomery County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) 

completed construction and began operation of the Flash BRT service on US 29 in 

October 2020. 

¶ MD 355 Flash Bus Rapid Transit: MCDOT completed planning and conceptual 

engineering of the MD 355 BRT in 2019. The project has now entered preliminary 

engineering, which will run through the end of 2022. Once completed, the 

project will advance to final design and ultimately construction, as outlined in the 

current proposed CIP. 

¶ Veirs Mill Road: After a corridor study report was completed in 2018, MCDOT 

began performing preliminary engineering and design for the Flash BRT line 

along Veirs Mill Road (MD 586). Once completed, the project will advance to final 

design and ultimately construction, as outlined in the current proposed CIP. 

¶ bŜǿ IŀƳǇǎƘƛǊŜ !ǾŜƴǳŜΥ ! ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǘƻ ǊŜŦƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ aŀǎǘŜǊ tƭŀƴ 

ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ IŀƳǇǎƘƛǊŜ !ǾŜƴǳŜ όa5 срлύ /ƻǊǊƛŘƻǊ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ 

ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ .w¢ ŎƻƴŦƛƎǳǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǘŜǊƳƛƴƛ ōŜƎŀƴ ƛƴ Ŧŀƭƭ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ нлнмΦ 

Figure 3 shows the planned and existing Flash BRT corridors and other related 
initiatives in the context of existing transit systems in the region. Locations of the 
aforementioned BRT corridors and the following related initiatives are specifically 
called out. Once funding is obtained, the Randolph Road BRT in the 2013 plan will add 
a connection to the White Flint termini alternative.    

In addition to the MCDOT planning and design efforts for the BRT Network, 
advancements and new implementations of transit service and connectivity have 
been planned throughout Montgomery County.  

¶ The Purple Line, owned by the Maryland Department of Transportation 

Maryland Transit Administration (MDOT MTA), is a 16-mile light rail line that will 

extend from Bethesda in Montgomery County to New Carrollton in Prince 

George's County. The service was originally scheduled to open in the spring of 

2022, but its opening has now been pushed out with the hiring of a new 

contractor and is currently projected to open in 2026. Once operational, the 

Purple Line will better connect the Flash BRT network with the greater 

Washington, DC transit network.   

¶ Corridor Forward is prioritizing transit projects that will increase sustainable 

transit opportunities to move people between home and work and leisure 

activities across the I-270 Corridor. The study recommends a new Maryland Area 

Regional Commuter (MARC) station at White Flint in support of the coming 

ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘǿŀȅ ŀƴŘ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƎƻŀƭǎΦ  

¶ Ride On Reimagined Study is a comprehensive, forward-looking assessment of 

the bus network that will result in significant recommended changes to how 

transit operates in Montgomery County based on current and future needs. This 

study will be coordinated with the North Bethesda Transitway Alternatives 

Analysis.  

¶ The Managed Lanes Study is a public-private partnership program (P3) led by the 

Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration (MDOT 

SHA) to improve more than 70 miles of freeways in Maryland. The project will 

develop proposed alternatives along the I-495 and I-270 corridor, consider 

potential environmental impacts, existing traffic and long-term traffic growth, 

and enhance trip reliability. While the project is still in draft-preliminary stages, 

the preferred alternative improvements include direct access to/from managed 

lanes on the I-270 Spur to the Westlake Terrace interchange and transit hub. If 

constructed, the access would greatly improve regional transit connectivity with 

the North Bethesda Transitway. 

  

Overall updates for the countywide BRT, the Flash, including the fast facts 

about the program and project details, can be found at: 

https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dte/projects/brt/index.html 

 

https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-transit/flash/
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dte/projects/MD355BRT/
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dte/projects/VeirsMillBRT/
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dte/projects/NewHampshireAve/
https://www.purplelinemd.com/about-the-project/overview
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/transportation/transit-planning/corridor-forward-the-i-270-transit-plan/
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/DOT-Transit/reimagined/
https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/i-495-and-i-270-managed-lanes-study/
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dte/projects/brt/index.html
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Figure 3. Flash BRT Corridors and Related Initiatives 
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Since 2013, there has also been a wide range of related planning efforts in Montgomery County. While not only relating to transit, each of the following plans impact and inform 
transit service in North Bethesda.      

Thrive Montgomery 2050: Still undergoing the approval process with the Montgomery County Council and County Executive, Thrive Montgomery 2050 establishes a 
framework for responding to economic, demographic, social, and environmental change in ways that are rooted in enduring lessons about what has made places 
successful in the past, while remaining adaptable to unforeseen circumstances. ¢ƘǊƛǾŜ aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ ƛǎ ŀƴ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ tƭŀƴ which was last updated in 
1993. Relevance to the North Bethesda Transitway: The County is dedicated to preserving and prioritizing transit access and quality service. In addition to highlighting 
the BRT program in Thrive Montgomery, the Planning Board also outlines its requirements1 for new developments to set aside property needed for a transitway as a 
dedication, easement, or reservation. The plan recommends conversion of general travel lanes to support more sustainable methods of transportation including transit 
and bicycle lanes. 
 
Complete Streets Design Guidelines: Montgomery County published draft Complete Streets Design Guideline in February 2021. Relevance to the North Bethesda 
Transitway: The document includes transit as a core component of a complete street and gives specific guidance on transit stop configuration on a sidewalk and transit 
priority and conflict resolution at intersections.  
 
Bicycle Master Plan: The Bicycle Master Plan sets forth a vision for Montgomery County as a world-class bicycling community, where bicycling is a viable transportation 
option that improves our quality of life and people in all areas of the County have access to a comfortable, safe, and connected bicycle network.  Relevance to the 
North Bethesda Transitway: ¢ƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛǎ ŀ ƪŜȅ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ±ƛǎion Zero plan to eliminate traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries. Section 6.4 
addresses safety along the corridor. There is a planned bike route along a portion of our study area, allowing for great connectivity between modes and expanded 
network connectivity. Additionally, the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG) National Capital Trails Network2 has developed an aggregate map 
of all existing and planned shared-use trail connections throughout the DMV region. North Bethesda trails are a part of this. 
 
Pedestrian Master Plan: The Montgomery County Planning Departmeƴǘ ōŜƎŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ Pedestrian Master Plan in 2019. The plan will make 
recommendations to make pedestrian activities safer, more comfortable, more convenient and more accessible for users of all ages and abilities in all parts of the 
county. Relevance to the North Bethesda Transitway: Similar to components in the bicycle master plan, relevant future pedestrian plan elements are spotlights in 
Section 6.3. The County has also highlighted Bicycle and Pedestrian Priority Areas (BiPPA) of which, Rock Spring, White Flint and Grosvenor-Strathmore are included.  
 
Climate Action Plan: The Climate Action Plan ƛǎ aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǘƻ Ŏǳǘ ƎǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜ Ǝŀǎ όDIDύ ŜƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ул percent by 2027 and 100 percent by 
2035. The Climate Action Plan details the effects of a changing climate on Montgomery County and includes strategies to reduce GHG emissions and climate-related 
Ǌƛǎƪǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΣ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ Relevance to the North Bethesda Transitway: The plan recommends the expansion 
of public transit network as a key climate action to reduce GHG and recommends exploring creative funding models to support the broad expansion of the BRT program. 

  

 
1 https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/transportation/transit-planning/transitway-preservation/ 

2 https://www.mwcog.org/newsroom/2020/08/26/check-out-the-national-capital-trail-network/ 

https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/master-plan-list/general-plans/thrive-montgomery-2050/
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/Montgomery-County-CSDG_Draft_February-2021.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/transportation/bicycle-planning/bicycle-master-plan/
https://montgomeryplanning.org/planning/transportation/pedestrian-planning/pedestrian-master-plan/#timeline
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/green/climate/index.html
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1.2.2 LOCAL AND REGIONAL TRENDS 

Regional trends, new technology, and local changes in land-use, have all influenced travel patterns and transit propensity in North Bethesda. A few of the key trends since the 
completion of the 2013 Master Plan include the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on travel behavior, an increase in shared mobility, a stronger focus on equitable planning, and 
growth and development in the study area.  

 

Impact of COVID-19 Pandemic: The short-term impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic to transportation include increased telework for many office-based 
employers and  a dispersion of trips outside of the traditional morning (7 a.m. ς 9 a.m.) and evening (4 p.m.- ς6 p.m.) rush hour. While there is still uncertainty 
on how these trends will continue, with schools having returned to in-person learning, the County is proceeding forward with planned traffic studies3 and 
transit projects with an understanding that there are new standards of travel behavior that will remain post-ǇŀƴŘŜƳƛŎΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƴŘŜƳƛŎΩǎ 
impact on travel patterns within the study area is included in Section 6.6 of this report.  

 

Shared Mobility: Collaboration between public transit and private Transportation Network Companies (TNCs), such as Uber and Lyft, and the growing 
availability of micromobility services, such as e-scooters and bikeshares, have increased mobility options for shorter trips. In 2020, the County published the 
Montgomery County Dockless Mobility Update, which summarized a yearlong initiative to άimprove personal mobility choices, including first-mile/last-mile 
connections to transit and employment, and broader access for people of color and other underserved communities.έ  Within the North Bethesda BRT Corridor, 
Capital Bikeshare service began in 2018. Since then, e-bikes and e-scooters have been introduced as well as a part of a pilot program. A detailed look at 
multimodal connectivity in the study area is included in Section 6.3. 

 

Stronger Focus on Equitable Planning: In recent years, there has been a renewed focus on the advancement of equity in transit planning. This includes 
ensuring that resources are distributed so that Montgomery County residents have safe and reliable options, no matter how they choose to travel and that 
vulnerable communities have a voice in the planning process. In 2020, the Montgomery County Council enacted the Racial Equity and Social Justice Act, which, 
among its requirements, directs the Planning Board to consider racial equity and social justice as part of master plans. Soon after, Equity Focus Areas (EFA) 
were developed across the County which highlight areas based on low-income households, race and Hispanic origin, and limited English proficiency. A more 
detailed breakdown of these characteristics within the North Bethesda Transitway Corridor and how they relate to this study is included in Section 5.1.1 of 
this report.  

 

Growth and Development in Area: Employment and population growth continue throughout the greater Washington, DC area. Changes in land-use patterns 
have brought an increase of mixed-use development along the North Bethesda BRT Corridor. Pike & Rose, a mixed-use destination located near the White 
Flint metro station, opened in 2014 and has added restaurant, retail, and multifamily land use density to the study area. In contrast, the relocation of Marriott 
International headquarters outside of the study area has decreased peak period office demand. A detailed overview of recent sector plans, major pipeline 
developments, other changes in land-use in North Bethesda, and how these changes affect this study, is included Section 6.1. 

 

3 https://montgomeryplanningboard.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/COVID-19-Traffic-Count_TIS-Policy-Briefing_091720_jks_Final.pdf 

https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dot-dir/Resources/Files/commuter/Dockless/MC-Dockless-Mobility-Report-Exec-Summary-2020-12-22.pdf
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/council/equitymatters.html
https://mcplanning.maps.arcgis.com/apps/Cascade/index.html?appid=05d437361e7a4e19a2ba3bbced117d10
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2 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Prior to developing goals and objectives for the North Bethesda Transitway alignment, existing countywide and corridor-specific goals and objectives were identified, 
documented, and reviewed to assess the current state of relevant adopted goals and objectives across the County. Corridor-specific goals and objectives were compared with 
countywide goals and objectives using a diagnostic process to determine areas where goals from previous projects could be enhanced and tailored to the North Bethesda 
Transitway. Thrive Montgomery 2050 was used as a reference point for the most up-to-date countywide vision. The MD 355 Corridor Summary Report is the primary planning 
document for the most recent Montgomery County bus rapid transit (BRT) study along MD 355, supporting the proposed BRT network development in the 2013 Countywide 
Transit Corridors Functional Master Plan. The MD 355 goals and objectives were used as a guide in the development of the North Bethesda Transitway goals and objectives. 

A set of short goals and associated objectives were developed to capture the 
vision for the North Bethesda Transitway based on the previously outlined 
approach. The project goals are presented in Figure 4. 

Goals and objectives will be further used in stakeholder meetings, public 
engagement events, and the development of measure of effectiveness 
(MOEs). Stakeholders and the public will have the opportunity to comment 
on the formation and prioritization of the goals and objectives through the 
first phase of outreach, which may result in refinement of the statements. 
The objectives developed in association with each goal are shown in Table 
2.1. MOEs will be developed for each objective as a means of forming the 
basis for screening the alternatives of the North Bethesda Transitway. 

 

Goal 

Objective 

Quality Service 

Provide a fast, reliable, efficient, and connected transit service 

Community Equity 

Provide improved and accessible transit service for traditionally underserved populations 

Mobility Choices 

Improve access to jobs, activity centers, and community facilities 

Economic Growth 

Promote economic development with appealing and functional transit 

Sustainable Solutions 

Minimize environmental impacts and utilize cost-effective design 

Public Safety 

Improve safety of our streets and the livability and wellness of our communities 

Table 2.1. North Bethesda Transitway Goals and Objectives 

Figure 4: North Bethesda Transitway Goals 
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3 ENGAGEMENT APPROACH 

The North Bethesda Transitway is partnering with agencies and advisory groups to help bring everyday perspectives and other initiatives along the corridor to the project 
through multiple touch points. Project stakeholders include the Corridor Advisory Committee (CAC) and the Technical Advisory Group (TAG). Public engagement components 
include public meetings (in-person and virtual), bus stop chats, pop-up events, and a project survey. Additionally, the North Bethesda Transportation Management District (TMD) 
will serve as a platform for employers, residents, and advocacy groups in the areas to come together to discuss the ongoing project, partnership, and public outreach. 

Corridor Advisory Committee (CAC): A ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎΩ advisory group comprised of residents, business owners, and other relevant stakeholders to provide input and make 
recommendations to the County on the design, construction, and proposed station locations for the North Bethesda Transitway.  

Technical Advisory Group (TAG): Transportation professionals and technical staff to coordinate ongoing, overlapping, and nearby projects into the recommendations for the 
North Bethesda Transitway. The TAG's advisory role is to help ensure each phase of the project includes all updated and relevant information and will complement 
transportation improvements in the region. Members of the TAG include:  
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4 STUDY AREA 

The project study area is the boundary around the proposed BRT corridor demarcating the analysis area. The North Bethesda Transitway study area is shown in Figure 5. It 
includes a 0.5-mile buffer around the planned and potential alignments plus portions of the MD 355 Flash BRT service that spans between the White Flint and Grosvenor-
Strathmore eastern terminus alternatives.  

¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ western terminus is located at the Westfield Montgomery Mall and the eastern terminus will be located at either the White Flint or Grosvenor-Strathmore metro 
red line stations based on future analysis as part of this study. Both eastern terminus alternatives interact with the planned MD 355 Flash BRT service along Rockville Pike, shown 
in the following figures. 

The western terminus is in a mixed-use area, consisting of general retail locations, commercial residential properties, and offices. The White Flint Metrorail station terminus 
alternative is located in a dense and a nearly exclusively commercial residential area. The Grosvenor-Strathmore Metrorail station terminus alternative is surrounded by multi-
story residential complexes and hotels, in addition medium density residential areas. The two alternative transitway routes pass through primarily suburban residential areas. 
Note that zoning and land use within the study area will be discussed in greater detail later in this report.
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Figure 5. Analysis Study Area (Aerial) 
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5 POPULATION AND TRAVEL TRENDS 

5.1 PEOPLE AND SPACES  

5.1.1 DEMOGRAPHICS 

The following section compares the demographics of the study area to Montgomery County, the state of Maryland, and Washington, DC. The data comes from the American 
Community Survey (ACS) 2019 five-year estimates at the block group level for the study area. Because the study area includes portions of multiple block groups, the area of each 
block group within the study area was divided by the total area of that block group to get a multiplying factor. That factor was then applied to all of the data for that block group 
to determine the number of households, people, etc. that are inside the study area. 

The figures below show the racial diversity, prevalence of limited English proficiency households, number of vehicles per household, and occurrence of low-income households 
for the study area, compared to the three jurisdictions mentioned above. This demographic information is important for determining both need for transit and propensity to use 
transit when it is available. Areas with a higher proportion of people of color, households with limited English proficiency, zero- or one-car households, and/or low-income 
households are more likely to have higher demand and need for quality transit service as they are less likely to have access to a vehicle.4 Additionally, because of this demand, 
areas with higher proportions of these populations are more likely to use transit if it is available.  

¶ Racial and Ethnic Diversity Comparison: As shown in Figure 6, the study area has a larger population of white residents than any of the comparison jurisdictions and has 

a significantly lower bƭŀŎƪ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀƴ ŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ [ŀǘƛƴƻ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻƴ ǇŀǊ ǿƛth the District of Columbia and the state of Maryland, but 

ƭƻǿŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ !ǎƛŀƴ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻƴ ǇŀǊ ǿƛǘƘ aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ Washington, DC or Maryland.  

¶ Limited-English Proficiency Comparison: Figure 7 shows the prevalence of households with limited English proficiency (LEP) in the study area compared to Maryland, 

Montgomery County, and Washington, DC. The study area has a significantly higher percentage of LEP households than Maryland or Washington, DC, but lower than 

aƻƴǘƎƻƳŜǊȅ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭΦ tŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ ǇǊƻŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŦŀŎŜ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘƛŜǎ ƻōǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŘǊƛǾŜǊǎΩ ƭƛŎŜƴǎŜǎ ƻǊ ƻǘƘer financial and legal documents required for 

a car, therefore increasing their likelihood to rely on and use transit.5 

¶ Car Ownership Comparison: Figure 8 shows the rate of car ownership by household in the study area compared to surrounding jurisdictions. The study area has a similar 

rate of zero-car households compared to Montgomery County overall and the state of Maryland. However, significantly fewer households in the study area have access 

to two or more vehicles when compared to those jurisdictions, and significantly more have access to only one vehicle per household. Households with only one vehicle 

are likely to still have one or several members that rely on transit to get to their destinations.  

¶ Low-Income Households Comparison: Figure 9 shows the prevalence of low-income households in the study area compared to surrounding jurisdictions. Low-income 

households are defined as those with income less than 80 percent of the area median income, which differs for each jurisdiction. For the study area and Montgomery 

County, this number is $75,000 for a family of four; for Maryland and Washington, DC, it is $68,000. The study area has a similar occurrence of low-income households 

compared to Montgomery County overall, and lower than Maryland and Washington, DC.  

 
4 Who Rides Public Transportation? Passenger Demographics &amp; Travel. American Public Transportation Association, 2017. 
5 Ibid. 



  
 

 

                June 3, 2022  Version 1        15 

CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  DRAFT CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  

 

Figure 6: Racial and Ethnic Diversity Comparison 

 

 

Figure 7: Limited-English Proficiency Comparison 
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Figure 8: Car Ownership Comparison  

Figure 9: Low-Income Households Comparison 
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5.1.1.1 Equity Focus Areas 

The Montgomery County Council passed the 
Racial Equity and Social Justice Act in 2020, 
which directs the County Planning Board to 
consider racial equity and social justice in its 
planning efforts. As a result, the planning 
board developed the Equity Focus Areas (EFAs) 
to identify the spatial locations of marginalized 
populations to support incorporating equity 
into ongoing and future planning efforts. The 
EFA analysis used the percentage of low-
income households, race and ethnic origin, 
and English-speaking ability to determine 
which census tracts qualify as EFAs. It 
identified 56 census tracts out of 215 in the 
county as EFAs.  

Figure 10 shows the location of EFAs in the 
vicinity of the study area. The study area only 
includes one EFA, in the southwest corner 
containing the Westfield Montgomery Mall. 
There are also two other EFAs bordering the 
study area to the northwest and northeast. 

¢ƻ ŀƭƛƎƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ Ŝǉǳƛǘȅ ƎƻŀƭǎΣ in 
addition to the Westfield Montgomery Mall 
termini, the project will need to consider the 
impact the transitway will have on more 
diverse populations who may live outside the 
study area; in particular, how the North 
Bethesda Transitway will connect with the 
future Randolph Road BRT, which serves large 
equity emphasis areas. 

 
Figure 10: Montgomery County Equity Focus Areas 

5.1.1.2 Transit Propensity Analysis 

Transit propensity summarizes a range of factors to illustrate where transit is most likely to attract ridership. By synthesizing demographic and economic characteristics in the 
study area, each measure of transit propensity indicates the locations that that could serve as key origins and destinations for transit trips. The following section presents two 
indices to measure transit propensity: the Transit-Oriented Origin Index and the Commuter Origin Index. These two origin indices highlight where potential transit users live. The 
transit-oriented populations origin index shows where residents who are likely to use transit live, while the commuter origins index identifies areas likely to serve as the origin of 
a transit commute. 



  
 

 

                June 3, 2022  Version 1        18 

CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  DRAFT CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  

Propensity results are a combination from the U.S. Census American Community Survey (ACS) and the Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) datasets. Variables for 
characteristics such as age, income, vehicle ownership, work status, and employment are weighted within each index to determine how those factors contribute to transit 
propensity. For each index, these factors result in a propensity score for every Census tract, which are then rated from high to low relative to the tracts with the greatest 
propensity throughout the study area. Because of the small size of the study area, these Census tract level results were aggregated down to the Census block group level.  

The Transit-Oriented Populations (TOP) Origin Index focuses in areas  higher concentrations of youth, seniors, low-income households, households with low car ownership, and 
persons with disabilities.  

Figure 11 shows the transit-oriented propensity by block group for the study area. The areas with high and moderate-high transit-oriented propensity are directly adjacent to 
the Grosvenor-Strathmore Metrorail station, just north of the White Flint Metrorail station east of MD 355, and in the northern tip of the study area at the intersection of 
Montrose Road and E Jefferson Street. Notably, almost all of the areas in the 0.25 to 0.5-mile radius of the two study area Metrorail stations and the Montgomery Mall have low 
to moderate transit-oriented propensity. The remainder of the study area has low transit propensity. 

The Commuter Origin Index analyzes key datapoints that highlight concentration of residents in the labor force and above 16 years of age and the concentration of transit 
commuters. Areas with high propensity have high concentrations of residents who are part of the labor force and currently commute by transit or carpool.  

Figure 12 shows the commuter propensity of the block groups in the study area. Similar to the transit propensity in Figure 11, the areas of highest commuter propensity are 
located adjacent to the Grosvenor-Strathmore Metrorail station, north of the White Flint Metrorail station, and at the intersection of Montrose Road and East Jefferson Street. 
Additionally, there are areas of moderate-high commuter propensity to the southwest of White Flint Metrorail station off of MD 355 and along Tuckerman Lane near 
Georgetown Preparatory School. There are areas of low-moderate commuter propensity to the east of the Grosvenor-Strathmore Metrorail station and to the west of the White 
Flint Metrorail station.   
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Figure 11: Transit-Oriented Propensity 
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Figure 12: Commuter Propensity  
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5.1.2 ACTIVITY DENSITY 

The effectiveness and efficiency of transit is in large part determined by activity density, where larger concentrations of population and/or employment often correlate with 
higher transit ridership. Activity is defined as concentrations of population and jobs within the study area and is based on projections developed by the Washington 
Metropolitan Council of Governments (MWCOG) Cooperative Forecast Model. Due to the compact size of the study area, the results from the MWCOG model were aggregated 
to U.S. Census Blocks from Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZ), assuming an even distribution of jobs and population across each TAZ.  

Figure 13 presents activity density in the study area in 2020. The largest concentrations of jobs and population are centered in the northern quadrant of the study area, around 
the White Flint Metrorail station. The area around Rock Spring Park also has a larger concentration of population and jobs compared to other areas within the study area. The 
western border of the study area, bounded by Executive Boulevard, Old Georgetown Road, and Interstate 495, has the lowest concentration of jobs and population.  

Table 5.1: Study Area Population and Employment presents existing (2020) and projected (2030) population and jobs in absolute figures, as defined in the MWCOG regional 
travel model. Population is expected to increase by approximately 42 percent in the study area and employment will increase by approximately 31 percent in the study area. In 
general, the distribution of jobs and population remained consistent across the 10-year period.  

Metric 2020 2030 % Change 

Population 66,160 93,898 +42% 

Employment 116,479 152,142 +31% 

Table 5.1: Study Area Population and Employment 

Figure 14 shows the forecasted activity density in 2030. The majority of the study area is not projected to experience large increases in activity density between 2020 and 2030. 
The area surrounding the White Flint Metrorail station will experience the most growth. These blocks groups are expected to increase in activity density by an average of 82 
percent between 2020 and 2030. The southernmost area of the study area, bounded by Interstate 495 and Democracy Boulevard to the north, is also forecasted to experience 
significant growth. South of Democracy, there is a residential pipeline development contributing to the increase in density. Section 6.1 of this report breaks down the master 
plan and pipeline developments identified in the study area.    

Figure 15 shows points of interest within and near the study area, including education, healthcare, government, community, recreation, grocery, retail, and others6. The largest 
concentration of points of interest within the study area surround the White Flint Metrorail station. Near the Grosvenor-Strathmore Metrorail station, there are several large 
housing complexes, a grocery store, and two schools. Finally, along Democracy Boulevard, southwest of the study area, is the Montgomery Mall and several medical facilities, 
grocery stores, housing complexes, and corporate campuses. 

 

 

 

 

6 As of March 2022. 
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Figure 13: 2020 Activity Density 
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Figure 14: 2030 Activity Density 
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Figure 15: 2022 Points of Interest within the Study Area  
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5.2 TRAVEL BEHAVIOR 

5.2.1 TRAVEL TRENDS FOR WORK TRIPS 

To understand work travel behavior in the study area, work trip travel trend analyses were conducted using 2019 census data from the ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎ /Ŝƴǎǳǎ .ǳǊŜŀǳΩǎ On the 
Map tool7. The analysis included all census block groups that overlap with the study area. An inflow/outflow analysis shows that, of North Bethesda residents, 23,000 (88 
percent) of workers commute outside of the study area where only 3,000 (12 percent) both live and work in North Bethesda. Many of those who work in the study area, 66,000 
of the 69,000 (96 percent), commute from outside places. Given the large proportion of work trips in and out of the study area that go beyond the extents of the planned North 
Bethesda Transitway, strong connections to the regional transit network will contribute to the Transitways success.  

In the study area, there is a wide range of employment sectors, as shown 
in Figure 16, and demonstrated through the high percentage of Other 
Fields which is the cumulative total of other fields of employment that 
rank below the single sectors shown.  
 

Public Administration is the highest employment sector in the 
study area. This sector is comprised of federal, state, and local 
government agencies. 
 
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services include legal 
fields, accounting, engineering and design services, consulting 
services, and other areas that require a high degree of expertise 
and training.  

Health Care and Social Assistance which includes any sort of 
health practitioner, hospitals and other care centers, diagnostic 
laboratories, individual and family services, and other health 
care facilities and services, is the third highest individual 
employment sector. 

 
Figure 17 and Figure 18 show the zip codes where workers live and 
where residents work respectively and highlights the existing transit 
connections between those key locations. 

 
Figure 16: Top Employment Sectors in Study Area 

 

 

7 This tool pulls data from several different sources, including Unemployment Insurance Wage Records maintained by each state, Census Bureau source data from state and federal agencies, and 

the Quarterly Census for Employment and Wages. The Office of Personnel Management provides employment information for most federal employees with a few exceptions. 2019 data was 

utilized for this study and is the most recent data in the tool. Click here for more information. 

Public 
Administration

28%

Professional, 
Scientific, and 

Technical 
Services

19%

Health Care 
and Social 
Assistance

13%Accommodation and 
Food Services

7%

Other Services 
excluding 

Public Admn.
7%

Other Fields
26%

https://onthemap.ces.census.gov/
https://onthemap.ces.census.gov/
https://lehd.ces.census.gov/applications/help/onthemap.html#!data_sources


  
 

 

                June 3, 2022  Version 1        26 

CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  DRAFT CORRIDOR FOUNDATIONS REPORT  

        

 

Figure 17: Place of Residence for Study Area Employees by Zip Code 














































































































