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Testimony

Topic: Overall support of the plan.

“The City Council supports the Plan’s objectives, policies and
strategies, and appreciates the opportunity to provide comment.”

“We find the Conservation Plan consistent with the planning
principles and policies of NCPC’s Comprehensive Plan for the
National Capital: Federal Elements (Comprehensive Plan). The
Conservation Plan goals, including enhancing water quality, tree
coverage, and designated viewsheds reinforces multiple policies
in the Environment, Parks and Open Space; and Historic
Preservation Elements of the Comprehensive Plan.”

“The RCP is a comprehensive plan that recognizes the
importance of protecting the natural resources within the county.
The plan strives to strike a balance between growth, conservation
and preservation of the county’s significant rural character. The
plan suggests actions to maintain and indeed improve the
sustained economic growth of the county. Connectivity of green
spaces, forestland and agricultural land suggested by the RCP
strives to provide a process to economic growth, sustainability
and improved quality of life.

“The Prince George’s Soil Conservation District supports the
Preliminary Resources Conservation Plan.”

“Based on a review of the information, it does not appear that the
proposed plan will have any significant impact on land use issues
involving plans, policies, or regulations in Fairfax County. The

Speaker/Exhibit

Discussion/Staff Recommendation

General Comments

Exhibit 28

G. Frederick
Robinson

Mayor for Bowie
City Council

Exhibit 29

Marcel Acosta
Executive Director
National Planning
Capital
Commission

Exhibit 30
Steven E. Darcy
District Manager
Prince George’s
Soil Conservation
District

Exhibit 38
Marianne Gardner
Director

Discussion:
N/A

Staff Recommendation:
No change to the plan.

Planning Board
Action

Planning Board
concurs with staff
recommendation.

District Council
Action

Digest of Testimony, Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan (Joint Public Hearing September 27, 2016)




Testimony

Speaker/Exhibit

Discussion/Staff Recommendation

Planning Board
Action

District Council
Action

Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan shares many of the
same Fairfax County goals and strategies pertaining to green
infrastructure planning and environmental conservation. We do
not anticipate any negative impacts on land in Fairfax County
from the proposed Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan.”

“The SHA recognizes that transportation is inextricably linked to
conserving natural resources and preserving the environment.
For this reasons, SHA is committed to providing safe,
convenient, efficient transportation while promoting
sustainability through facilitating the use of alternative modes.
The Preliminary Resource Conservation Plan offers an
opportunity for SHA to work with the M-NCPPC and other
stakeholders in further advancing sustainable transportation in
Prince George’s County.”
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“The County is commended for its effort to combine three Exhibit 42
functional master plans into one clearly written, comprehensive Peter G. Conrad,
document. AICP
Director of Local
“Overall, the Prince George’s County’s Preliminary Resource Planning
Conservation Plan is thorough and comprehensive. It streamlines | Assistance
local planning by placing three discrete plans ... under one Maryland
cover. This strategy sends the message that the three Department of
implementation efforts are related; together they support the Planning
Prince George’s County 2035 comprehensive plan and
complement the development strategies of that plan.”
Topic: Enforceability of the plan. Discussion: Planning Board
“Add 1 i ili ' ibi i i ; ; concurs with staff
anguage to clarify the enforceability of the RCP and its Exhibit 46 Subdivision regulations (Subtitle 24) require development

component plans. The overall RCP and its three components are
labeled as “countywide functional master plans”. Yet there is
considerable ambiguity to the reader about what that term means

Martha Ainsworth
Chair

proposals to comply with the area master plans, but not with
functional master plans.

recommendation.
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with regard to the enforceability of their strategies and
recommendations.

e In many cases the Zoning Ordinance requires
development proposals to comply with the local area’s
Master Plan. Are development proposals also required to
comply with county-wide functional master plans?

e Section 1 (p.2) of the RCP says that its purpose is to
‘provide broad countywide strategies and
recommendation as a tool to guide future development
activity and preservation and to provide a foundation to
achieve its stated goals. It should not be construed as
superseding, or conflicting with, codified criteria for
development.” This is repeated in all of the component
plans. Does this mean that these are general
recommendations and guidelines that are only
enforceable to the extent that they are subsequently
incorporated into the Zoning Ordinance?”

Prince George’s
Sierra Club Group

Like most land use plans, this plan sets forth policies and
strategies. Land use plans are guidance documents, rather than
binding law. However, the implementation section of each plan
has been made as specific as possible. While some of the
policies require new legislation to be implemented, others can be
implemented immediately by policy makers under existing law.
Several policies depend on budget appropriations, which are
reviewed by the County Council every year.

To the extent that any RCP strategies or recommendations
conflict with the Zoning Ordinance, the ordinance will have to
be amended in order to implement the plan. For example, the
recommendations to regulate the viewsheds will require new
legislation.

Staff Recommendation:

No change to the plan.

Topic: Financing of action plans, implementation, and
evaluation.

“Clarify the next steps in terms of defining and financing action
plans and evaluation. The three component plans provide
strategies and recommendations, but it appears that there are no
action plans or assured funding for implementation to the five-
year evaluation. How, by whom, and when will action plans be
prepared and their implementation and evaluation be financed?
How much will it cost? Is it assured that there will be
implementation and evaluation plans?”

Exhibit 46
Martha Ainsworth
Chair

Prince George’s
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Discussion:

Policies in functional master plans are typically implemented
over many years. This was the case with the 2005 Green
Infrastructure Plan; ultimately, nearly 90 percent of its policies
were implemented.

Staff Recommendation:
No change to the plan.

Planning Board
concurs with staff
recommendation.
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Topic: General support of the Green Infrastructure Plan

“... [T]he City is pleased to see continued inclusion of Belt
Woods as a Special Conservation Area.”

“The Conservation Plan identifies several federal resources as
‘Special Conservation Areas’, including the Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center, Patuxent Research Refuge,
Greenbelt National Park, and the Main Stem of the Anacostia
River. We agree that these areas contain unique environmental
features that should be carefully considered when land
development proposals are reviewed in the vicinity.

We welcome the Conservation Plan’s focus on other important
resources, such as the Star-Spangled Banner National Historic
Trail and Scenic Byway; Belt Woods — recognized by the
National Park Service as a national natural landmark; and Zekiah
Swamp Run — recognized by the Smithsonian Institution as one
of the most ecologically important of its kind on the East Coast.”

“Connectivity of green spaces, forestland and agricultural land
suggested by the RCP strives to provide a process to economic
growth, sustainability and improved quality of life.

As we work towards meeting Maryland’s Watershed
Implementation Plan goals, the RCP will be a valuable tool to
landowners, business owners and agencies in proper land use and
protection of Prince George’s County’s natural resources.”
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Action Action
“I support the attention to ensuring that any development Speaker 7 and
surrounding conserved lands (like Piscataway Park) should Exhibit 37
continue to protect the viewshed (including tree canopy) and Lisa Hayes
protect the water quality of the Potomac. President and CEO
Accokeek
“I applaud the plan’s strategy of addressing environmental Foundation
stewardship goals by working with nonprofit partners already
doing outreach and education on this.”
Topic: Climate change Discussion: Planning Board
“I would like to see this plan seriously address Climate Change Speaker 12 and This Green Infrastructure plan update seeks to plan for climate fg:;%ﬁg}'égtﬁ]ﬁ
and the need for renewable energy.” Exhibit 36 change by proactively protecting, restoring and enhancing the '
Joanne Flynn and natural environment and encouraging the reduction of
Nick Newlin impervious areas and encourage the use of renewable energy.
Policies 14 and 15 do contain strategies that encourage the use
of renewable energy.
Staff Recommendation:
No change to the plan.
Topic: Air quality Discussion: Planning Board
“In the past couple of years | have become more aware of air Speaker 12 and Air quality is an issue that needs to be addressed on a global and ?g:;%ﬁg}'égt?é?ﬁ
quality and the importance of good air. Pollutants that become Exhibit 36 regional scale. As part of a large metropolitan area, factors that '
airborne are breathed by humans, plants and animals and Joanne Flynn and contribute to air quality in this county span beyond the
deposited on our land and waterways. I hope this plan will Nick Newlin boundaries of this county. This Gl plan update seeks to plan for

address air quality.”

climate change by proactively protecting, restoring and
enhancing the natural environment and encouraging the
reduction of impervious areas. There are several strategies that
focus on the minimization of factors that contribute to air quality
as it relates to the natural and built environment.

Air quality is monitored at the State level. Under the Clean Air
Act, Maryland has several air monitoring stations across the
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