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While the revised draft PlanMaryland was responsive to the full Commission’s most significant concerns, not 

all of the comments were specifically addressed. Attachment 3 summarizes the changes to PlanMaryland with 

respect to the full Commission’s comments. 

Attachment 4 is a draft joint letter from the Planning Board Chair, County Executive, and Council President 

regarding revisions to PlanMaryland that we ask the Board to approve for the Chair’s signature. A similar letter 

is being prepared by Prince Georges’ County. Unfortunately, there is not enough time for the full Commission 

to weigh in on this matter before the comment due date of November 9, 2011.  

The revised PlanMaryland can be found at: http://plan.maryland.gov/PDF/draftPlan/PM_revisedDraft.pdf 

 

































September 19, 2011 

What is different in the Revised Draft PlanMaryland? 

 
Overall 

• Presents a more succinct framework of Plan components 
• Moves some Plan details to Appendices and Elements 
• Establishes an incremental and integrated implementation schedule. 

Chapter 1 
• Introduction makes the case for the Plan in layman’s terms. 

Chapter 2 
• Trend analysis is more focused on what issues PlanMaryland needs to address and why they matter. 
• Greater attention is given to the economic and fiscal impacts of growth in the Plan. 
• Land savings and infrastructure benefits of Smart Growth are documented in greater detail. 

Chapter 3 
• Revised Vision, Goal, Objective hierarchy provide a more coherent explanation of what the Plan wants 

to accomplish. 
• Proposed benchmarks to measure the Plan’s effectiveness are provided. 

Chapter 4 
• No Initial State Designations; nomination of designations will come from the local government. 
• Place and Special Area Designations are simplified and clarified, with 5 locally determined Place 

categories and 5 Special Area categories. 
• A Future Growth category has been added to allow for local governments to identify where planned 

growth is anticipated but not at this time. 
• A separate Place Designation Criteria Element is to be prepared through a collaborative process and 

will be not part of the initial PlanMaryland submission to the Governor. 

Chapter 5 
• Eliminated the listing of “Possible Actions.” 
• Clarifies what Implementation Strategies are and what their limitations would be. 
• Establishes an agency assessment to occur at the beginning of the Implementation Strategies process, 

which will be coordinated with the Place/Special Area designation process. 
• Establishes Implementation Strategy Guidelines based on the formerly proposed policies. 

Chapter 6 
• Simplifies the management process, but emphasizes the ongoing monitoring role of the Sustainable 

Growth Commission, as well as promoting greater collaboration throughout the Plan’s 
implementation. 

• Defers development of Plan metrics until Place/Special Area designation criteria and initial 
Implementation Strategies are established. 



Attachment 3: Changes to Draft PlanMaryland in Response to M-NCPPC’s Comments 

This document identifies how the September 2011 draft of PlanMaryland responds to M-NCPPC’s 
comments in its August 8, 2011 letter to Secretary Hall. 

1. PlanMaryland should align state efforts with local programs and plans to incentivize Smart and 
Sustainable Growth and redevelopment. 

 While the plan still states that local governments will need to demonstrate that local 
designations align their plans, programs, and procedures with the goals and objectives 
of PlanMaryland (page 4-12), this is less of a concern now that local governments 
initiate the designation process. Montgomery County is already a leader in planning and 
implementing the goals and objectives of PlanMaryland and should have little difficulty 
in demonstrating that its proposed designations align with PlanMaryland’s goals and 
objectives. 

2. Do not include the Designated Places map when PlanMaryland is finalized at the end of the year. 
Once PlanMaryland is complete, work with local jurisdictions to prepare a Designated Places 
map based on the goals and objectives of the Plan. 

 The Designated Places map was removed from the Plan. 

 Page 4-11: “To begin the designations process, local governments will identify these 
potentially designated Places and Special Areas and request State agency feedback.” 

 Page 4-12: “Locations nominated by local governments for Place and Special Area 
designation will be reviewed by the State according to the criteria in PlanMaryland’s 
Place and Special Area Designations Element. These criteria, which will be developed 
with local government input, are not a one-size-fits-all prescription…” 

3. If PlanMaryland is adopted with the current Designated Places map, clearly state in 
PlanMaryland that state agencies should not make funding decisions based solely on the Initial 
State Designations until local governments have the opportunity to amend them as part of the 
State/Local Designation Process. 

a. PlanMaryland will not be adopted with a Designated Places map. 

b. Page 4-11: “Local governments will be given a reasonable period of time to go through 
the designation process prior to any Implementation Strategies being executed where 
Place and Special Area designations are used in funding, regulatory or other State 
agency actions.” 

4. As local jurisdictions amend their plans, the State should have a process to expeditiously adjust 
the State/Local Designations. 

a. Page 4-13: “Designated Places and Special Areas will be re-assessed during the 
evaluation of a jurisdiction’s comprehensive plan, at least every six years in synch with 
the review and amendment cycle required in State law. Local governments may, at 
those times or through interim comprehensive plan amendments, propose 
reclassifications of areas within PlanMaryland as appropriate.” 

5. As soon as possible, the State should provide clear and concise guidance on local designation 
criteria during local comprehensive planning efforts. 

a. This will be provided as part of the Place and Special Area Designations Element. This 
element of the plan will identify the criteria that will be used to determine whether an 
area should receive a designation (page 4-12). This element will be available in draft 
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form in September 2011 and finalized by March 2012. This is before the first round of 
Place and Special Area designations will begin in April 2012 (page 4-14). 

6. Assign and consolidate funding programs with each Designated Place and develop a simplified 
application process for local jurisdictions. 

a. This was not addressed by PlanMaryland. 

7. State that high-priority transit projects, such as the Purple Line, the Corridor Cities Transitway, 
and any future designated Bus Rapid Transit routes, strongly advance the goals of PlanMaryland 
because they encourage transit-oriented development and economic development. They should 
continue to be high priorities for State funding, even though they pass through some areas that 
are not designated as GrowthPrint. 

a. This was not addressed by PlanMaryland but could be addressed during the 
development of the Place and Special Area Designations Element, which will identify 
criteria for each designated place. 

8. The plan fails to recognize that in some growth areas, there is an imbalance in jobs and housing. 
The plan should incorporate and encourage rebalancing jobs and housing in specific growth 
areas to minimize auto trips and improve livability. 

a. Page 3-8: The jobs-housing balance is identified as a potential benchmark for gauging 
progress toward Goal 3. 

9. Streamline and reorganize PlanMaryland to make it more readable for the public. 

a. The length of the plan was reduced by over half. Some components of the April 2011 
draft will be revised as future elements of PlanMaryland. These elements include: 1) 
Place and Special Area Designations Element, and 2) Metrics Element. 

10. On page 3-6, the state’s definition of “sustainable” should also include a social component and 
not just economic and environmental. Many social goals, objectives, and strategies are included 
in the plan, and should be included in the “triple bottom line” definition used by MDP for 
sustainability. 

a. The definition of “sustainable” was removed from the plan. 

11. Chapter 5, “Possible Actions”, does not include any specific recommended actions for 
Transportation, a critical component of achieving the goals of PlanMaryland. These Possible 
Actions should be included in the document prior to finalization. 

a. This section was removed from the plan. 



October 28, 2011 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Richard Hall, Secretary 

Maryland Department of Planning 

301 West Preston Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201-2365 

 

Dear Secretary Hall: 

 

The County Executive, County Council and Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning 

Commission are pleased to provide comments on the revised draft PlanMaryland. We commend 

the Maryland Department of Planning’s commitment to Smart Growth principles and the State’s 

willingness to consider comments from the jurisdictions affected by a statewide planning 

document. 

 

Overall we find the revised draft to be responsive to the concerns we expressed to you in our 

earlier correspondence from Montgomery County and the Maryland National Capital Park and 

Planning Commission.  Many of our concerns associated with the initial draft PlanMaryland were 

related to the proposed State Designations and the inconsistencies with local master plans and 

growth initiatives. Much of the concern has been alleviated by the revised draft which proposes 

no Initial State Designations and calls for nominations for designations by the local 

governments. In addition, it is important to note that local governments will be given time to go 

through the designation process prior to the State using Place and Special Area designations in 

funding, regulatory or other State Agency actions. As you are aware, Montgomery County makes 

great efforts to plan areas in a sound manner that takes our cultural, social, agricultural and 

natural recourse into consideration.  

 

We are appreciative of the new language more clearly recognizing the role of local governments 

in land use.  The revised Plan acknowledges that local governments must play a role in 

developing the criteria by which the state will judge nominations for Place and Special Area 

Designations (page 4-12).  These criteria will be critical and we look forward to helping to define 

them. 

 

While it was noted that page 2-4 of the draft plan noted the efforts to provide more transit 

opportunities such as the Purple Line, there is no mention of the Corridor Cities Transitway. We 

would request that the CCT be noted as well as it is a critical element of Montgomery County’s 

future transportation network and the underpinning of much of the pipeline transit oriented 

development. 

 

We are pleased that the goal of “concentrating development in towns, cities and rural centers 

where there is existing and planned infrastructure” was changed on page 3-1 to “concentrate 

development and redevelopment in communities where there is existing and planned 

infrastructure.  We note, however, that a corresponding change was not made on page 1-4 and 

assume that was just an oversight. 

 

We look forward to further collaboration with the Maryland Department of Planning on the State 

Designation nominations over the upcoming months and again commend the State of Maryland 



on its efforts to adopt a statewide Smart Growth vision that is consistent with Montgomery 

County’s.  

 

 


